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Prime Ministerial puerility 

In the final run-up to the general election, 
the media are now telling us, the style of 
campaigning is going to be more American 
presidential than British parliamentarian, with 
emphasis on the personalities of the contending 
leaders rather than on the policies of the 
parties they head. This would certainly seem 
to be the only remaining hope for the 
Government, since an election fought on 
policies would expose its own to the charge of 
an 18-year trail of muddle and disaster. 

The Tories, shortly before their conference 
in Bournemouth last month, found a straw to 
clutch at when an opinion poll among women 
voters — the most numerous section of the 
electorate — revealed that they regarded Tony 
Blair as ‘smarmy’, ‘insincere’ and generally 
a turn-off. While our all-male editorial staff 
would not feel qualified to comment on the 
latter description, they would certainly endorse 
the first two — attributes that were evident 
from the first moment the fellow captured the 
centre-stage of politics in becoming Labour 
chief. 

Were Premier Major a man with just a small 
particle of statesmanship in his make-up, he 
would have risen above this petty stuff and 
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concentrated his conference speech on 
persuading his party and the nation that he 
had governed well in the past six years and 
would do so equally in the future. Tall order 
though that would have been, an attempt at it 
might at least have earned the Prime Minister 
a little respect. But instead Major plumbed 
new depths of puerility by resorting to the 
sort of class war rhetoric usually employed as 
the stock-in-trade of Labour politicians and 
now stood on its head as he accused his rival 
of being brought up in an environment of 
pampering and privilege. 

“Ken Clarke and I,” he said, “did not have 
the same start in private education as Mr. 
Blair and Miss Harman. You know what they 
say: ‘New Labour’, old school tie.” 

Terrible? In some parts it was even worse! 
The Prime Minister, when he spoke of his 
coming “from two rooms in Brixton to 10 
Downing Street,” was patently saying to his 
audience and to the nation: “Look what a 
clever boy I am!” But the clever boy was not 
finished. He continued:- 

“It simply won’t do for Mr. Blair to say: 
‘Look, I’mnota socialist anymore; now can 
I be Prime Minister please?’ 

“Sorry, Tony. Job’s taken. And anyway 
it’s too big a task for your first real job.” 

It is perhaps a measure of the standards that 
have become acceptable at Tory conferences 
that Mr. Major’saudience, instead of rushing 
to the nearest open windows, cheered him to 
the echo for these specimens of oratory. In 
the hands of politicians like this does the 
destiny of Britain in the early 21st century 
seem to lie. It is a sobering thought! 


Europe: the ‘wait-and- 


see’ con-trick 

Ataconference in which such an atmosphere 
prevailed, it would have been asking too 
much to hope that the delegates might be 
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given a clear-cut statement of the Tories’ 
intentions on the Euro-currency. As it 
happened, all they got was another dose of 
the same medicine that Major and his cohorts 
have been spooning out to the British people 
for years beyond count. On this occasion it 
fell to Foreign Secretary Malcolm Rifkind to 
administer the usual worthless sugary water, 
saying that there was “nothing to lose by 
deferring a decision because a single currency 
could not happen before 1999 and might 
never happen at all.” 

This was just another variation on John 
Major’s ‘wait-and-see’ argument. We should 
not commit ourselves in advance on the 
currency, the argument goes, because we 
don’t yet know the terms under which we 
shall be asked to join. 

This is at best an unbelievably naive 
argument and at worst a thoroughly dishonest 
one. The ‘terms’ referred to can never 
amount to anything more than piffling details. 
A single currency is just what it says: a single 
currency — a measure which would deprive 
the nation-states of Europe of the powers to 
issue their own money and set their own 
interest rates in accordance with their own 
needs, thus depriving them of all effective 
economic and therefore political sovereignty. 
No nit-picking about ‘terms’ can change this. 
Mr. Rifkind knows it. Mr. Major knows it. 
The two, and the rest of their cabinet 
colleagues, are just insulting the intelligence 
of the British public by pretending otherwise. 

But, according to press reports, our Foreign 
Secretary, instead of being booed off the 
platform for his effrontery in trying to 
maintain this pretence, wona more than three 
minute standing ovation! : 

Another feeble ploy to support the 
Government’s fence-sitting policy on this 
issue — and one which was again trotted out 
repeatedly at Bournemouth — is that Britain, 
by declaring against a single European 
currency at this stage, will exclude herself 
from all future discussions on the matter and 
thus be unable to influence what happens. 
The same argument is used in a more general 
way about European affairs as a whole. By 
opting out, so it goes, we will have no say on 
what goes on inside. 

It seems not to occur to these glib word- 
spinners to ask why it should be so important 
to Britain to ‘have a say over’ or ‘influence’ 
what goes on in a European Union of which 
we should not wish to be a member. What 1s 
important to most rational people in this 
country is that we have a say — the onily say 
— over what happens in and to the United 
Kingdom. If we left Europe, what the 
remaining members did or said in their rapidly 
disintegrating club should be a matter of 
supreme indifference to us. 
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Cable Street: 


the ‘victory’ that wasn’t 


The Jewish Chronicle of the 11th October 
reported an anniversary celebration of the 
‘Battle of Cable Street’, which took place 
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‘sixty years ago last month. Attending this 
gathering. were a number of participants of 
the riot in 1936 which resulted in Sir Oswald 
Mosley and his blackshirts being obliged to 
abandon a march through the East End of 
London. The report, in referring to “the 
memory of the victorious confrontation,” 
helped Keep alive the long-sustained myth in 
left-wing and Jewish circles that the rioters 
somehow ‘defeated’ the blackshirts. This is 
a travesty of the truth. 

The facts of the matter are that Mosley and 
his supporters were more than prepared to 
continue their.march along its scheduled 
route and to defend themselves against 
whatever violence their opponents may carry 
out against them. They were prevented from 
doing so by a decision of the Chief 
Commissioner of Police of the day, Sir Philip 
Game, that they. call off the march and 
disperse. In effect, the police, no doubt 
acting on the orders of the Home Secretary, 
capitulated to the mobsters rather than stand 
up to them and enforce the law. 

Mosley, very conscious of the political 
ramifications of a defiance of this police 
ruling and a possible battle between the 
police and blackshirts, complied. It has 
remained a matter of deep controversy within 
the ranks of his followers to this day whether 
he was right to do so. 

Not being old enough to have been around 
at this time, we do not feel qualified to enter 
into this controversy. What we can say is that 
it was the political establishment, acting 
through the police, which stopped the 
blackshirts at Cable Street, not the anti- 
fascists. 

It is a matter of interest that today’s Tower 
Hamlets Council has recently spent ten 
thousand pounds of the local taxpayers’ money 
renovating a gigantic mural in the area which 
commemorates this mythical ‘victory’. A 
local authority glorifying those who sixty 
years ago, in seeking to suppress and 
intimidate those whose politics they didn’t 
like, flagrantly broke the law. We look 
forward to the day when the newly-elected 
nationalist councillors for the area chip in to 
hire a sandblaster and clean it off! 


.....And a real victory 


Political news sites on the Internet last 
month took note of the controversy generated 
by the maiden speech to the Australian Federal 
Parliament of the new Independent member 
for Oxley, Pauline Hanson. The down-to- 
earth mother of four and fish-and-chip shop 
owner stunned the professional politicians by 
launching an impassioned attack on the 
‘reverse racism’ of the race relations industry 
which favours Aboriginals and non-white 
immigrants at the expense of the long-suffering 
Australian majority. Said Pauline Hanson:- 


“ For far too long, ordinary Australians 
have been kept out of any debate by the 
major parties. I and most Australians want 
our immigration policy radically reviewed 
and that of multiculuralism abolished. I 


ihe 


believe we are in danger of being swamped 
by Asians...... Of course, I will be called 
racist but, if I can invite whom I want into my 
home, then I should have the right to have a 
say in who comes into my country. A truly 
multicultural country can never be strong or 
united. The world is full of failed and tragic 
examples, ranging from Ireland to Bosnia to 
Africa and, closer to home, Papua New 
Guinea. America and Britain are currently 
paying the price.” 


On 


She went on to compound the shock by 
attacking the free trade dogma and the rule of 
the banks which have turned the ‘Lucky 
Country’ into an economic basket case with 
youth unemployment of 25 per cent. The 
waste of billions of dollars on foreign aid was 
also slammed, as were various parasitic 
internationalist institutions such as the United 
Nations. 

But the gutsy new MP has a positive vision 
as well, calling for measures to strengthen 
Australia against the inevitable future threat 
from the teeming millions of China, India, 
Indonesia and Japan, and for a radical 
programme of public works to give young 
Australians back their dignity and a country 
with a future:- 

“The government must be imaginative 
enough to become involved, in the short- 
term at least, in job-creating projects that 
will help establish the foundation for a 
resurgence of national development and 
enterprise. Such schemes would be the 
building of the Alice Springs to Darwin 
railway line, new roads and ports, water 
conservation, reafforestation and other 
sensible and practical environmental 
projects.” 

Naturally, such remarks led to vicious 
attacks in the controlled media and by the old 
gang politicians, as well as death threats from 
extreme leftists and immigrants. But millions 
of ordinary Australians now have a heroine 
and a beacon of hope for the future. 


And another 


In Austria too, the Freedom Party, headed 
by Jorg Haider, made fresh gains in elections, 
to be added to those achieved in December 
1995. In polls for the European Parliament 
the party scored a dramatic 27.6 per cent of 
the vote, leaving it only a very short way 
behind the two main parties that have 
dominated Austrian politics since the war. 

Commentators were unanimous in 
attributing these gains to the party’s campaign 
against European Union anda single currency. 

Predictably, the media in Britain reacted 
with horror to this development, but at the 
same time many reports admitted that 
nationalism is the coming wave in Europe, 
including this country. A leader in the Daily 
Mail of October 15th said:- 


“There is a lesson here for arrogant 
political establishments across the European 
Union. If mainstream parties effectively 
disenfranchise voters alienated by the Euro- 
federalist drift, they may turn to less 
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Victorious again: Haider’ Freedom Party 


reputable organisations. 

“In France they flirt with Le Pen’s 
obnoxious National Front. In Austria with 
the Freedom Party. The lesson for Britain 
is obvious.” 


Whilst we might have expected an 
‘establishment’ national newspaper to employ 
knee-jerk expressions like ‘less reputable’ 
and ‘obnoxious’ to describe political 
movements which challenge establishment 
interests, the message nevertheless gives cause 
for much encouragement. 

There are of course those in Britain who 
will say that because of the success and 
growth of Haider’s and Le Pen’s parties on 
the Continent — to which might be added that 
of nationalist parties in Italy and Belgium — 
we should have a similar movement of equal 
strength here. This glosses over the wide 
differences in political systems and cultures 
between the UK and Mainland Europe. The 
‘first-past-the-post’ electoral system in this 
country has so far militated against any new 
minority party getting a proper foothold in 
British politics — with the result that most of 
the kind of people who across the Channel 
belong to the parties mentioned are here 
contained within the numerous but almost 
impotent ‘right-wing’ of the Conservative 
Party. 

However, there are at last signs that the 
situation is now changing. The coming 
general election is likely to leave vast numbers 
of people in this category with no political 
home they can call their own. The 
opportunities inherent in this situation will be 
enormous. 

What we must do is ensure that these | 
disenfranchised patriots in Britain are 
provided with a genuine nationalist alternative 
and not sidetracked into a bogus one by which 
they will be effectively neutralised, as in the 
past. Our readers should need no telling that 
certain ‘powers that be’ are already scheming 
to the latter purpose and employing enormous 
funds in pursuit of it. These are challenging 
times! 
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RATIONALE FOR SUPPRESSION 


The Labour conference votes and the Board of Deputies approves 


A NUMBER of readers will by now be aware 
that the Labour Party at its conference in 
Blackpool last month voted in favour of 
criminalising holocaust denial. This caused 
great satisfaction in the circles of those bent 
on putting an end to free discussion of matters 
of historical controversy in order to impose 
their own highly subjective version of ‘truth’ 
in history. 

The letter reproduced here, written by Neville 
Nagler of the Board of Deputies of British Jews 
and published in the Sunday Times of October 
6th, provides a classic example of the mentality 
of such people. 

Mr. Nagler’s case is in fact as full of holes 
as a lunar landscape, and no doubt many a 
reader has already noticed a number of points 
on which he can quite easily be tripped up. He 
speaks of ‘‘the unique nature’’ of the holocaust 
as justifying ‘‘exceptional measures...’’ One 
could well argue whether this alleged holocaust 
is unique by comparison with others — for 
example, Stalin’s massacres of Russian and 
Ukranian kulaks, the slaughter of landowners 
and other dissidents in the China of Mao Tse 
Tung, the death toll of Europe’s finest on the 
Western Front in World War I, the carnage of 
the Thirty years War, ad infinitum. However, 
leaving that aside, I would only point out that, 
in order to establish that Mr. Nagler’s holocaust 
is as unique as he says it is, it is first necessary 
to establish that it did in fact happen. Mr. 
Nagler and certain others want us to be 
prevented, on pain of prosecution and 
imprisonment, from disputing this. How can 
something be ‘unique’ which is not proven? 

Mr. Nagler says that ‘‘no other historical 
event is denied in this way.’’ Wrong! A great 
many are: Richard III’s responsibility for the 
imprisonment of the two young Princes in the 
Tower of London; Shakespeare’s authorship of 
the plays accredited to him; the claim that 
‘Russian workers’ brought about the Revolution 
of 1917; the theory that slavery was the prime 
cause of the American Civil War. One could go 
on and on. 


A very broad church 


Mr. Nagler says that: ‘‘Denial forms part of 
a political agenda which regards the Holocaust 
as a Jewish fabrication calculated to gain the 
sympathy of the world.’’ What political agenda? 
Presumably, he would claim, a ‘nazi’ one. Here 
he would be incorrect. It is quite true that some 
of the people who promote holocaust revisionism 
are National Socialists, but a great many are 
not. Paul Rassinier, one of the pioneers of this 
movement, was a French socialist and anti-nazi 
who spent time in one of Hitler’s concentration 
camps. Robert Faurisson, one of today’s leading 
spokesmen for the same movement, completely 
repudiates nazism, as does another, Michael 
Hoffmann II. A recent French convert to the 
cause of holocaust revisionism, Roger Giraudy, 
has no history whatever either of being in nazi 
organisations or espousing any pro-nazi 
viewpoint. Fred Leuchter, before he carried 
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out tests in Auschwitz which convinced him 
that no gas chambers had ever existed there, 
was America’s foremost designer of systems 
for execution by lethal gas and had never 
previously been involved in politics of any 
kind. Not least, another of today’s leading 
advocates of holocaust revisionism, Robert 
Cole, is Jewish. 

But even if it could be proven that all 
holocaust-deniers are motivated by a desire to 
resurrect ‘nazism’, that would not justify their 
suppression. In a democracy, the exponents of 
every political viewpoint are supposed to be 
entitled to their rights and their freedoms. To 
deny these to people merely on the grounds that 


WE ARE delighted that the Labour 
party has voted for legislation to 
make it a criminal offence to deny 
the Holocaust (News, last week). 
The Board of Deputies believes 
that the unique nature of the Holo- 
. caust justifies exceptional measures 
to prevent the wilful and malicious 
falsification of history by neo-Nazi 
’ supporters. No other historical event 
is denied in this way. Denial forms 
part of a political agenda which re- 
gards the Holocaust as a Jewish 
fabrication calculated to gain the 
sympathy of the world. 
Post-war societies have a duty to 
resist Nazism in all its guises and to 
reinforce the message to future 
generations. Holocaust denial is a 
spurious trap. It has no redeeming 
merit. Nor is the well-being of soci- 
ety improved by allowing neo-Nazi 
sympathisers the freedom to abuse 
and insult one particular group. 
Governments have always rec- 
ognised that no society can allow ab- 
solute freedom of expression. 
Holocaust denial is unlikely to be 
curbed through simple condemna- 
tion or debate: indeed, argument will 
lend Holocaust deniers a credibility 
which they would otherwise lack. 
Parliament should recognise the 
harm caused by Holocaust denial 
and support the creation of a specific 
criminal offence. 


Neville Nagler 

Chief Executive 

Board of Deputies of British Jews 
London WC1 


they are ‘nazis’ would be to practise the very 
methods of totalitarianism of which the original 
nazis stood accused and which is cited as a 
major reason for rejecting their doctrines. 
Mr. Nagler of course would not seem to 
agree. ‘‘Post-war societies,’ he says, “‘have a 
duty to resist nazism in all its guises.’’ Well, if 
he means that post-war societies should oppose 
nazism by free discussion and debate, 
convincing people by superior argument that it 
was wrong, very few would question their right 
to do so. That, however, woyld not appear to be 
what he means; what he means, from his 


manner of approaching the subject, is that 
nazism should not be tolerated in any shape or 
form, and that intolerance should include 
outright suppression and the locking up of 
anyone who dares to express a nazi viewpoint! 


Not the only political agenda 


Mr. Nagler claims that denial of the holocaust 
‘‘forms part of a political agenda...’’ Well. 
could that not be said equally of affirmation of 
the holocaust? Does anyone seriously believe 
that holocaust stories are pounded into our 
minds every day and and sometimes for hours 
a day for no political motive? Indeed just such 
a political motive is made clear by the frantic 
urgency by which this practice is pursued, and 
by the quite fanatical zeal with which holocaust- 
affirmers try to prevent the expression of any 
contrary viewpoint. These things simply don't 
happen except where interests feel threatened; 
and where groups of people take steps to 
defend interests they are, rightly or wrongly, 
acting politically. Does Mr. Nagler himself not 
acknowledge his own and his co-racialists’ 
political motives when he as good as says that 
the prohibition of holocaust denial is necessary 
because: ‘‘Post-war societies have a duty to 
resist nazism...’”? 

Mr. Nagler says that holocaust-deniers ‘‘insult 
one particular group.’’ What is the justification 
for this? If he means that the group insulted is 
the Jewish community, that simply isn’t so. 
Holocaust-deniers disagree with those who 
uphold the holocaust legend, whether Jewish 
or non-Jewish. Since when has disagreeing 
with someone been to insult them? And if it is 
insulting to Jews to claim that the holocaust 
never occurred, could it not be argued that it is 
insulting to Germans to claim that it did? 
Indeed, if holocaust denial is to be forbidden on 
the grounds that its effect will be to stir up 
hatred against Jews, might not holocaust 
affirmation be forbidden on the grounds that it 
will stir up hatred against Germans? Yet I have 
never known any revisionist demand that those 
who affirm the ‘holocaust’ should be forbidden 
from doing so on those or any other grounds. 

Mr. Nagler ends up by saying that: 
‘‘Governments have always recognised that no 
society can allow absolute freedom of 
expression.’’ Well, that depends very much on 
what people are free to express. If it be 
advocated that paedophiles should not be free 
to express viewpoints favourable to their 
lifestyles and thus infect others with the same 
ideas, I for one would support that suppression 
of freedom. But if we are getting into the realm 
of political or historical controversy I would 
suggest that any government confident of the 
strength of the principles on which itis founded 
and of the rightness of its own policies should 
not fear open debate on any subject relevant, 
directly or indirectly, to those principles and 
policies. 

It is of course possible to conceive a situation 
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Local Government: The crucible of nationalism? 


JOHN HOWARD assesses the merits of nationalist participation in local politics 


NATIONALISM is showing itself to be the 
dominant political force of the 1990s in 
Europe, America and Russia. Patriotic 
movements across the globe are making 
increasingly serious bids for power, not only 
at national level, but increasingly in the arena 
of local authority politics. 

Supporters of the British National Party hardly 
need reminding of the Establishment's hysterical 
reaction in September 1993, when the party won 
its first local council seatin Tower Hamlets. BNP 
Councillor Derek Beackon’s victory was the main 
item of news both on television and in the 
newspapers for days afterwards. For several 
weeks the tame pundits of the controlled media 
agonised publicly about how awful white British 
people were for daring to elect a candidate who 
was not on the ‘approved’ list. 

To most people, this hysteria must have 
seemed ludicrously over the top — after all, itwas 
only a single council seat out of many thousands 
up and down the country. But for the politically 
astute the reaction was more understandable. 
The Establishment recognised the fact that the 
BNP had won more than a council seat — it had 
won credibility. 

Never again could backing the BNP be 
dismissed as a ‘wasted vote’ the Establishment’s 
myth of invincibility was shattered. More 
importantly, the general public was able to see a 
BNP Councillor going about his work just like any 
other local councillor. The BNP hadtaken ahuge 
step towards becoming a normal part of the 
political scene. 


Quiet revolution 


It is not only in Britain that nationalists have 
seen the advantages of participating in local 
politics; in countries as diverse as France, Italy, 
Belgium and Germany, literally hundreds of 
nationalists are serving members of local councils. 
In France in particular, the Front National has 
engineered a ‘quiet revolution’ in the arena of 
local politics. 

The FN realised very early that local councils 
could be just as much a source of real power and 
prestige as participationin national parliamentary 
politics. In the last Presidential elections Jean- 
Marie Le Pen gained over 15 per cent of the vote, 
coming justa couple of points behind the eventual 
winner, Jacques Chirac; but the real power wielded 
by his party lies within the first clutch of city 
councils run by FN mayors. 

French local authorities have retained 


of strict national emergency in which a 
government would be justified, as an interim 


measure, in curbing certain freedoms. If a’ 


nation was fighting for its life in wartime, one 
would not expect its leaders to grant freedom to 
those helping the enemy by word or by deed. 

But free debate of the holocaust hardly comes 
into this category. Britain is not in a war in 
which she is fighting for her life. And even if she 
were her survival would scarcely be threatened 
by expression of a viewpoint disagreeable only 
to one particular sectional group within the 
population and in no way prejudicial to the war 
effort of the nation as a whole. 


considerable political power compared with those 
in Britain. The mayor of a French commune 
(council) has a considerable say in how the 
authority's multi-million franc budget is spent. It 
was therefore with dismay that the French 
Establishment last year watched the Front 
National gain control of some prize local 
authorities. 

The cities of Nice, Toulon and Orange fell to the 
nationalists, along with the Marseilles suburb of 
Marignane. Several other major cities would 
also have gone nationalist but for a last-minute 
‘dirty tricks’ campaign by the Establishment. 
Just as in Tower Hamlets, the socialist and 
conservative parties formed alast minute alliance 
to defeat the Front National — thus exposing the 
myth thatthe centre right andleft arein ‘opposition’ 
to each other. Another tactic familiar from Tower 
Hamlets was the sudden registering of thousands 
of immigrants (many of them illegal) onto the 
ballot. Towns such as Vitrolles and German- 
speaking Mulhouse (Mulhausen) would almost 
certainly have fallen to the FN but for the dirty 


Within a couple more years, public 
disillusion with the cuts and 
corruption of a Labour 
Government could push thousands 
of voters towards us. 


tricks alliance of the centre parties. 

One of the main issues which boosted FN votes 
was the widespread corruption within both the 
socialist and conservative parties in France. For 
example, the victory in Nice by Jacques Peyrat 
was in part due to the disgrace of the conservative 
mayor Jacques Medicin, who absconded to South 
America but is now serving a jail term for 
corruption. In Marseilles, billionaire socialist MP 
Bernard Tapie is still on bail pending ajailsentence 
imposed for fraud. Tapie’s seedy record was a 
major factor in the shock advance of the FNinthe 
first round of the October parliamentary by- 
election in his old seat, where Damien Bariller 
took 26.8 per cent of the vote for the nationalists 
and thus won through to the final round of the 
election in a straight fight with the Communist 
mayor. 

The FN has exploited skilfully the criminal 
activities of Establishment politicians — a tactic 
which the British National Party would do well to 
emulate. Local FN activists are adept at producing 
‘attack’ leaflets designed to undermine the 
credibility of their socialist and conservative 


The holocaust-deniers may well be wrong; it 
is not within the terms of reference of this 
discussion to argue whether they are or not. 
What is at issue here is the principle of their 
freedom to state their case. It is a freedom that 
cannot be denied on grounds either of ethics or 
common sense. If the nazis are to be condemned 
for their violation of basic human rights and 
freedoms, to forbid open discussion of things 
alleged to have taken place under nazism is to 
invalidate any such condemnation: it makes 


the accusers no better than the accused. 


JEFFREY TURNER 


enemies. 

The local election victories have provided a 
major boost to the credibility and power of the 
Front National. Jean-Marie Le Chevallier, FN 
mayor of Toulon, controls a budget of more than 
fifty million pounds. Moreover, as the ruling party, 
or main opposition in several municipalities, the 
FN is entitled to large amounts of official aid — 
office accommodation, free transport, meeting 
halls, conference facilities and so on. FN mayors 
have access to free publishing facilities and other 
perks of office formerly monopolised by their 
enemies. 


Howls of dismay 


They are also able to set their own political 
agenda. Highly orchestrated howls of dismay 
from the left-wing media have been unable to 
stop FN mayors cancelling millions of pounds 
worth of grants to ‘anti-racist’ outfits which had 
been funded by outgoing socialist councils. British 
readers will be familiar with the disgraceful waste 
perpetrated by our own left-wing councils with 
their hand-outs to immigrant advice groups. 
homosexuals, lesbians and all the other minority 
parasites. 

In Nice, Toulon, Marignane and Orange, this 
has now stopped. Literally thousands of rent-a- 
mob leftist agitators have found their jobs 
terminated or their grants withdrawn in the biggest 
local government shake-up since the war. In the 
town of Orange, at least two left-wing officials 
committed suicide because they were unable to 
stand the idea of working under a nationalist- 
controlled council. 

Jacques Bompard, the FN mayor of Orange, 
has instructed the police to clear left-wing and 
‘anti-racist’ agitators from the streets. Instead of 
nationalists being harassed by the police, itis the 
turn of the reds! Left-wing groups are finding it 
more and more difficult to hire meeting halls or 
distribute their filth on street corners — in many 


cases they have been literally run out of town 


Local libraries no longer stock books on ‘anti- 
racism’ or rap music — instead, the carry works by 
nationalist writers and philosophers formerly 
barred as ‘politically incorrect.’ 

British readers might like to imagine for a 
moment the scenario of a BNP-controlled local 
council. The nationalists would be able to cancel 
millions of pounds of grants to ‘anti-racist’ outfits, 
and leftist layabouts would be turfed out of their 
cosy offices onto the streets to look for real jobs. 
“Men Who Have Sex With Men” aid centres 
would be closed — no more “jobs for the boys.” 

The idea of the British National Party taking 
power at local level is not just a pipe-dream. 
Only a couple of years ago the party came 
within a whisker of taking control of a local 
community committee in East London. Within 
a couple more years, public disillusion with 
the cuts and corruption of a Labour 
Government could push thousands of voters 
towards us. ; 

And, as Councillor Derek Beackon proved 
with his massively increased vote in Tower 
Hamlets and the near BNP breakthroughs in 
neighbouring Newham, success is highly 
infectious. We must be ready to exploit this 
coming opportunity to the full. 
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MUCH NONSENSE ABOUT REFERENDA 


JOHN TYNDALL dissects an old political 
ploy now being widely discussed 


THE REFERENDUM, always a popular 
subject for debate, has been forced into the 
national consciousness in an even bigger 
way by the promise of Sir James 
Goldsmith’s party of that name to contest 
every parliamentary seat in the next 
election. The Referendum Party, as all by 
now should know, is a one-issue party. It 
campaigns solely for a referendum on 
whether Britain should be part of a 
European super-state, with a single 
European currency. After the holding of 
such areferendum, whatever its conclusion, 
the party, according to Sir James, would 
then disband having achieved its sole 
objective. 

Whatever Sir James expects to achieve by 
this enormously expensive exercise (he is 
reputed to be investing about £20 million of 
his own money in it), what he has certainly 
done is bring the question of referenda into 
the forefront of national debate, particularly 
with regard to the issue of Europe. Great 
numbers of people of varying degrees of 
‘Euro-Scepticism’, together with not a few 
who favour British withdrawal from Europe 
altogether, have been writing letters to the 
newspapers urging a referendum on these 
matters. Whether Sir James’ party is able to 
work up sufficient a head of steam to fight the 
seats it intends, it has most seriously worried 
the Tories by intensifying the demand within 
the party that it should make its own 
commitment to a referendum on Europe — if 
only to queer the Goldsmith pitch. But that 
isn’t all. The Referendum has suddenly 
become, in the eyes of many British people 
frustrated at the politicians’ contempt for 
majority opinion, the panacea for resolving a 
wide variety of national disputes, including 
immigration, capital punishment and abortion. 
Even in the nationalist movement I have 
heard voices urging that we align ourselves 
with this idea — on the assumption that such 
referenda would deliver verdicts favourable 
to the viewpoint that we espouse. 


HYPOCRISY 


The ruling caucuses of the two main parties 
reject referenda on grounds that can at once 
be seen spurious and hypocritical. Elections, 
they claim, provide the voters with ample 
opportunity to influence national policy by 
returning the candidates they choose to make 
decisions on their behalf. This brush-off 
conveniently ignores the fact that on so many 
of the issues on which referenda have been 
demanded the leading contenders offer no 
real alternatives whatever, being uniformly 
pro-Europe, pro-immigration, anti-capital 
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punishment and pro-abortion. This might, 
on face value, seem to confirm the case for 
referenda. I would urge, however, that we 
resist jumping to that conclusion. 

The principle upon which the call for 
referenda is based is that the system provides 
true democracy in action: it enables the 
people as a whole — who are supposed to be 
sovereign in all matters — to decide. It is an 
attractive proposition, and it most certainly 
would seem to be more just than the system 
under which we live in Britain today. 

It is a principle, however, which is flawed 
on two vital counts. First, it ignores the 
question of how easily referenda can be 
manipulated by the axis of political 
establishment and opinion-forming mass 
media. This can be done in a number of 
ways, of which it suffices here to mention 
four. 

In the first place, it is the Government 
that chooses the wording in which the 
alternatives offered by a referendum are put. 
Very seldom, in the world of real politics, is 


Sir James 
Goldsmith: 
No friend of 
Britain, but 
his 
Referendum 
Party has 
brought the 
question of 
referenda 
to the 
forefront of 
national 
debate 


this wording presented honestly and 
unambiguously so as to present the voters 
with two clear and easily understood choices. 
It is much more common for the issue to be 
dressed up in foggy and mushy language that 
bestows the maximum attractiveness on the 
verdict which the powers that be seek to 
obtain. As just one example of how this could 
be done with regard to Europe, a referendum 
could ask: (a) ‘‘Do you support the 
Government’s efforts to obtain peace and 
harmony among the nations of Europe by 
working for closer collaboration between 


them by whatever political arrangements it 
judges necessary to that end?’’ or: (b) ““Do 
you prefer the division of Europe that has led 
to two world wars, and the deaths of millions, 
during this century?’’ 

Could we say that a politically 
unsophisticated electorate, of the kind we 
most certainly have in Britain, would see 
through the obvious trick contained in this 
wording and cast a vote which would seem 
tantamount to favouring war and death? 

Another method likely to be used in a 
referendum on Europe is one that is habitually 
used to obtain public consent, if only of a 
passive kind, to all manner of schemes 
favoured by the political class. This is to 
present the issue as one in which almost all the 
so-called ‘experts’ support the policy for 
which a ‘yes’ verdict is sought. This appeals 
to the herd instinct so common among 
electorates whereby people, confused by the 
issues and uncertain of their position, end up 
by accepting that those in power “‘probably 
know best.”’ 

Yet another stratagem is to play on fear. In 
many questions where the ruling powers are 
unable to win public sentiment over to their 
side they intimidate the voters by threats of 
the terrible consequences that would result 
from a verdict which, left to themselves and 
free from such pressure, they might prefer to 
deliver. For a long time this has been the 
method by which an electorate with no great 
love for the EC has been induced not to rebel 
against it: unsatisfactory though things may 
be for us in Europe, we would face absolute 
ruin if we opted out. The issue thus becomes 
a choice between the frying pan and the fire! 

One final device which, again, appeals to 
the herd mentality is the rigging of opinion 
polls so that the establishment is made to 
appear to have the majority on its side on the 
eve of the referendum. This helps to instil 
deafeatism in the ranks of its opponents and 
leads the more apathetic of them to assume 
that the result is a foregone conclusion and 
not bother to go out and vote. 

These practices are all possible when the 
bulk of the mass media are on the side of the 
ruling power. They do not ensure absolutely 
that that that ruling power will win its 
referendum; results of the first Maastricht 
Treaty referendum in Denmark anda later EU 
referendum in Norway showed that the will 
of the people, if it is strong enough and well 
informed enough, can sometimes prevail. 
But the practices do mean that in any 
referendum conducted in modern conditions 
the establishment has the dice heavily loaded 
onits side. It will also be remembered that the 


Danish Government, 
taken aback by its 
defeat over Maastricht 
in the first poll, would 
not accept the verdict 
of the people and a 
short while afterwards held another in which, 
after an even more sustained barrage of 
propaganda, it obtained a small majority. 

The Wilson Government in Britain obtained 
the result it wanted from a referendum on 
European membership conducted in 1975. 
Like most others, the referendum was 
dishonest from the beginning, with the 
Government claiming — and the Tory 
Opposition not attempting to dispute — that 
membership involved purely trading 
arrangements and was not intended to lead to 
any loss of political sovereignty. Public 
opinion had in the preceding years been 
softened up by former Premier Edward Heath 
saying that ‘no essential sovereignty’’ would 
be lost. Heath as good as admitted that he had 
conned the people in this regard in a TV 
programme on Europe two decades later, 
when he was out of office, near retirement 
and with nothing to lose. 

This brief history of referenda should 
establish that unless they are conducted on 
terms of complete honesty, with no issues 
blurred by use of ambiguous language and 
with the respective alternatives presented 
with equal weight, they are by no means 
certain or even likely to return a verdict 
which reflects the true nature of public 
preference on the issue in question, but are 
much more likely to serve simply as a tool by 
which policies decided in advance by the 
controlling clique are given the stamp of 
legitimacy which they ill-deserve. 


DOES THE MAJORITY 
KNOW BEST? 


There is, however, a further flaw in the 
practice of referenda which is even more 
fundamental. Even given that an honest 
referendum is assured, this does not mean 
that it will return a verdict that will be in the 
national interest. 

Many nationalists support referenda on 
Europe, immigration, capital punishment and 
other issues on the assumption that they 
would go the way we would wish. But 
supposing that they did not, would that mean 
that we should recognise the verdict of the 
majority as binding and give up our quest to 
achieve an opposite policy? 

If we see a majority of the British people 
rushing like lemmings towards a cliff’s edge 


over which lies the fate of national suicide, 
should we make no attempt to stop them 
merely on the grounds that to do so would be 
to frustrate their ‘democratic’ choice? 
There are moments and situations in our 
political life in which the exercise of the 
majority will — that is to say the ‘democratic’ 
process — ceases to be the overriding good. 
We have to decide what is right for our 
country and people, and we have to do so in 
accordance with our own judgement and our 
own conscience. If in such matters we have 
the majority on our side so much the better, 
but that majority will can never be — or at 
least should never be — the final arbiter. 

I have named one issue on which there have 
been some demands for a referendum: 
abortion. These demands have been put 
forward mainly by supporters of the Pro-Life 
lobby in frustration at the fact that the political 
class pays no heed to its opinion on the 
matter. 

But I would not necessarily have confidence 
that such a referendum, were it to be conducted 
in the present climate of opinion, would 
return a verdict that was right for the nation. 
A great number of voters, I fear, would be so 
hypnotised by fashionable slogans about ‘‘a 
woman’s right to choose’’ and similar claptrap, 
and anyway would in a great many cases be 
influenced by purely egocentric and 
materialistic considerations, that they would 
decide against a return to the old anti-abortion 
law. 

One of the vital issues on which we have not 
yet been able to mobilise public opinion on 
our side is the slow genocide of the white race 
in Britain through its failure to reproduce — 
a failure that is resulting in our population 
becoming older with every passing year. 
Because Mr. and Mrs. Average Elector do 
not have the slightest interest in matters that 
do not affect their own immediate selfish 
needs, only a minority section of public 
opinion is today alive to the grave national 
and racial danger inherent in this tendency. 

Because of this apathy and ignorance, ina 
referendum on abortion the one hape of a 
majority verdict against it would lie in the 
mobilisation of opinion based on moral and 
religious considerations. In a time of moral 
decadence and the perceived irrelevancy of 
religious institutions, I would not bet on such 
a verdict being delivered. 

And the same could be said of a wide range 
of public and national issues over which the 
short-sighted perspective of the masses is at 
odds with the dictates of wisdom and 
enlightened patriotism. 
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By a strange paradox, we may thus find 
ourselves in the same camp as our political 
rulers, who protest that it is their duty, 
having been elected, to decide what is best 
for the nation, not to seek consent from a 
public which in the majority does not know 
and may not very much care — though we 
know of course that their motives in taking 
this position are much more influenced by 
party and career advantage than anything 
else. 


TRUE FUNCTION 
OF REFERENDA 


All this leads to the final and most important 
question: are referenda good or bad, right or 
wrong? 

The answer must be that referenda are good 
and right — presuming that one accepts the 
basic premise of liberal democracy: that the 
people must be sovereign and must decide. A 
politician who stands by this premise, and yet 
would deny the people referenda whereby 
they may vote on the most fudamental 
questions of national policy, is the worst kind 
of hypocrite. The hypocrisy becomes 
compounded when ordinary elections do not 
offer the people any proper choice on those 
questions. 

But if one rejects the proposition that the 
people as a whole are always best able to 
decide what is right for the nation, and 
instead believes that certain issues can only 
be understood by a minority in the know, the 
question of referenda becomes much less 
clear-cut. The moral obligation of government 
to hold referenda on such issues is not 
acknowledged. The Referendum then 
becomes no more than a device: a legitimate 
manoeuvre of realpolitik whereby 
governments and rulers seek to obtain added 
force for their decisions by way of popular 
consent. 

Referenda thus become not a matter of 
principle but a matter of tactics. They are 
goor bad, right or wrong, according to 
whether they are employed to win popular 
support for a policy that is in the national 
interest — and according to whether, in the 
final outcome, they accomplish that purpose. 
If they fail to meet either or one of these 
criteria, they have not justified their use. 

The statesman understands this and 
judges the utility of referenda accordingly, 
seeing them as a weapon which it can 
sometimes be expedient to use in pursuit of 
vital goals. Only a politician of the 
conventional stripe imagines them to be an 
issue worth fighting over. 


“Unless referenda are conducted on terms of scrupulous honesty, they are 
by no means certain or even likely to return a verdict which reflects the true 
nature of public preference on the issue in question, but are much more 
likely to serve simply as a tool by which policies decided in advance by the 
controlling clique are given the stamp of legitimacy which they ill-deserve’’ 
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Debate 


DO WE HAVE A FUTURE AS A 
CH RISTIAN NATION? asks DENNIS WHITING 


IT was reported in British Nationalist for 
January 1995 that a local councillor had been 
threatened with prosecution by the 
Commission for Racial Equality for claiming 
that Britain was a Christian country. 

What the councillor said is no less than the 
truth: our whole history and civilization are 
inextricably linked to the Christian faith. 
Nonetheless it has to be admitted that Christianity 
as an active force in the lives of individuals and 
the community at large has been on the wane for 
very many years. We live in the afterglow of the 
age of faith. Our grand cathedrals, our village 
churches, the vicar in his parish, the bells pealing 
for matins, the Sunday morning congregation, 
the solemn ceremonies of baptism, holy 
matrimony and the funeral service, the institution 
of Christmas: all these things havea great cultural, 
even sentimental, pull for most of us, but the 
belief which lies behind them has for the most 
part faded away, and the moral code inculcated 
and reinforced over the centuries by the teaching 
of the Church has lost its raison d’etre. 

Asa Catholic, I cannot but put the beginning 
of the decline back to the Reformation in the 16th 
century; but these days the old differences 
between Protestant and Catholic are smothered 
up and ignored: they certainly have not been 
resolved. Instead, the blight of modernism has 
entered into all the denominations (including the 
Catholic Church). For many years now, learned 
divines have devoted themselves to explaining 
away the miracles of the Gospels rather than to 
expounding their true significance. There are 
now somany sceptics wearing dog-collars (when 
they bother to put them on, that is) that the honest 
atheists of the Rationalist Press Association 
must feel very frustrated. 


Converts 


In reaction to the arid doctrines preached by 
these false shepherds, Pentecostalist sects, relying 
on mass emotion rather than a faith requiring 
sober intellectual assent, have spread like wildfire 
through the world and are converting millions. 
And some British peopleare converting to Islam: 
even Mohammedanism, it would seem, has more 
of the smack of true religion than the teaching of 
the Established Church and the Catholic 
hierarchy. At least the Muslims do not have 
to worry about ‘political correctness’ (although 
they are happy to use it to entrench their own 
position in our country). They retain some old- 
fashioned ideas of right and wrong, and this, 
doubtless, is part of their attraction to converts. 
But Christendom, for the most part, has 
abandoned the old verities. The Conservative 
Party is supposed to be the party of the family, 
but in its interminable period of office since 
1979 the whole drift of its new legislation and 
~ taxation policies has been to weaken the family. 
Witness the latest Act to sanction easier fault- 
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free divorce. As well as making the marriage 
commitment simpler to get out of, it has 
encouraged the social acceptance of casual 
partnerships. From the taxation angle itis cheaper 
to live in sin than to plight your troth. Abortion 
virtually on demand — the destruction of many 
thousands of unborn children every year — is a 
crying scandal, as is the handing out of 
contraceptives to young teenage girls. 
Homosexuality, formerly condemned as one of 
the gravest of sins, is considered to be perfectly 
OK: justa matter of personal choice. Paedophilia 
is still severely condemned: but there is a lack of 
logic here. If a sexual free-for-all between 
consenting adults is acceptable, even normal, 
then sexual crimes against children come down 
to a niggling debate about the precise age at 
which a young person acquires the status of a 
consenting adult. 


Muted protest 


Inall of this the voice of protest from the clergy 
has beenremarkably muted. We may still be told 
that, in the eyes of God, marriage is for life but 
then in this modern world God’s opinion is of 
little consequence. Even worse is the blatant 


‘ sexual deviancy of some of the clergy themselves. 


. . Now that the damaging effects on society of 
the libertarianism of the last thirty years are 
becoming so clear, the public mood is perhaps 
beginning to change. Even the Archbishop of 
Canterbury is calling for a return to firmer 
standards. British Nationalist (August 1996), in 
its report on Dr. Carey’s House of Lords speech, 
makes the fair comment (referring to gay 
clergymen and clerical paedophiles): ““Until the 
Church can rid itself of its own internal 
contradictions, it cannot carry any moral weight 
in telling the rest of the nation how it should 
behave.”’ 

When it comes to launching crusades of moral 
reform there is an air of helplessness in both 
Church and State. So much that is wrong in 
principle is dug into fortified positions defended 
by pressure groups ona state of instant alert. The 
battle-lines are drawn up in the wrong places. 
They must be moved! Active homosexuality is a 
perversion: it does not belong to the essential 
nature ofany human being. Abortion, as practised 
today, is a kind of infanticide: it must not be 
muddled up with talk of ‘a woman’s right to 
choose’. Unruly youngsters should not be judged 
as severely as unruly adults; but if rampaging 
juvenile delinquents need to be kept under lock 
and key for the sake of public safety, then so let 
it be! Disaffected persons who wish to see their 
part of the UK attached to another country do not 
have the right to use any means short of actual 
terrorism to gain their objective. 

And then there is what might be called the 
number one shibboleth of our age: ‘anti-racism.’ 
It is as natural for peoples of European ancestry 


to favour their own ethnic kind as it is for other 
ethnic groups to do so. It is inescapable that we 
British will perceive our national identity as 
being bound up with our racial ancestry: 
innumerable examples of this attitude can be 
found in the writings of our literary authors and 
historians. Yet today.such an attitude (when 
found in white people) is labelled ‘racism’: it is 
treated as a more vicious fault than all the seven 
deadly sins lumped together! A fervent ‘anti- 
racist’ is listened to with greater respect than an 
Old Testament prophet. 

The true teaching of the Church precedes the 
modish concerns of the present day and gives a 
different perspective. (In what follows [ cite 
Catholic sources but, so tar as I am aware, the 
mainline Protestant denominations have no very 
divergent traditions in the matter.) In the Vew 
Catholic Encyclopedia (published in the 1960s} 
Patriotism is described as “‘The love of and 
devotion to one’s country, having as its moral 
foundation the virtue of piety.”” Itis linked to the 
Fourth Commandment: ‘*Honour thy father and 
thy mother.’ Love of humanity in general is a 
vacuous sentiment unless directed specifically 
and preferentially to family, local community 
and nation. It is natural and proper to put the 
good of one’s own people before the good ot 
humanity at large. As one would expect in a 
religious encyclopedia, the nation is seen as 
being part of a greater whole: *‘The citizen must 
seek the good of his nation according to a moral 
order rooted in nature itself... Pope Pius Xl 
made the same point forcibly in his decree (/bi 
Arcano Dei: 


‘“‘That same love of country and race, the 
powerful source of multiple virtues and acts of 
heroism when it is regulated by Christian law. 
becomes no less a seed of numerous injustices 
and iniquities if it degenerates into immoderate 
nationalism through transgressing the rules of 
justice and right.”’ 


‘© Ah! Here we have it,”’ a reader conditioned 
by anti-racist propaganda might say: ** According 
to this dictum, a member of the BNP can be 
condemned as an ‘immoderate’ nationalist, as a 
racist in fact.’’ Not so! It is ‘‘that same love of 
country and race’’ which the Pope commended 
that gives us our sense of national identity and 
makes us aware that the Indian pharmacist, say, 
or the Chinese restauranteur, who may live and 
work nearby and be very worthy people, are not 
our fellow-nationals. Nevertheless, in a more 
distant but still important sense, they are our 
brothers: they are fellow-members of the human 
race. 

‘‘The rules of justice and right’” mentioned 
by Pius XI imply that there is an overarching 
Providential order which earthly rulers — 
whether or not they have been put in post by, 
democratic majorities — may not infringe. We 
human beings can seek to gain a better 


understanding of ight and wrong, but we cannot 
alter the rules of ethics to suit our own 
convenience. 

This notion of a divine unalterable law 
underlying all the changes and developments in 
human society and human history is not just an 
invention of Catholic theologians. It was already 
present in classical antiquity and was taken over 
and developed by the philosophers and jurists of 
medieval times. It has been discarded by the 
modern world of humanism. In its place has 
been put the liberal humanists’ own (supposedly) 
enlightened judgment — what British Nationalist 
in its report on Dr. Carey’s speech referred to 
above calls ‘‘the humanist tradition of moral 
relativism.”’ 

Humanists make man the measure of all 
things, thus re-enacting the Original Sin of the 
first human couple in the Garden of Eden. And 
for- the ‘Marxists, of course, morality can be 
easily defined: anything that serves the purposes 
of the revolution is good, anything that hinders it 
is evil. Itbetokens a failure ofnerve in nationalists 
if they simply follow this secular trend by making 
Aryan man their idol in place of universal man, 
and by defining as good: anything which 
advances Aryan man’s all-conquering destiny 
and as evil all that hampers it. 

We should rather look to the Christian 
tradition of our ancestors, a tradition which is 
perfectly compatible with our nationalist 
aspirations. The Church hierarchies today do 
not present a true picture of the Christian faith 
and ethos, any more. than the politicians at 
Westminster show any real comprehension of 
the principles of governance of a sovereign state. 
Both are infected with false ideas of multi- 
culturalism and secular internationalism. The 
British people need to delve back into their 
Christian past to discover the roots of their 
national identity. 

There is, of course, no easy way to a complete 
unity of purpose. Between Catholic and 
Protestant interpretations of our history there is 
a wide gulf; and similarly between Christians, 
who believe that God may answer our prayers, 
and non-believers, for whom Christianity, 
however personally sympathetic to it they are, is 
a purely human and cultural phenomenon like 
any other religion. 

Yet we all have a great deal in common. 
The vision of a society where men and women 
live upright lives and are compassionate to 
theirneighbours, where family life is cherished 
and where government works single- 
mindedly in the interests of the nation: this is 
a vision which we can all share. Although 
good works without faith don’t open the door to 

_ Heaven, a non-believer who toils assiduously to 
save his fellow-countrymen from ruin is already 
practising most of the Christian virtues. Let us 
then seek out the best of our past and use it to 
secure the future! 


FREEDOM VIDEOS 
For your copy of our latest catalogue of 
nationalist, revisionist and music videos 
(VHS) send two first-class. stamps to: 
Freedom Videos, Box 1, Forest 
House, Liss Forest, Hants, GU33 7DD. 


The Patriot | 


Lend me your eyes Leonidas! 

That we like you may hold the pass, 
For in this country of the free, 

Our enemies we cannot see. 

They worship black skins and the brown 
Amongst our neighbours in the town. 
They have untold reserves of hate 
For all who would discriminate. 

How then shall we defend the West, 
All that is beautiful and best? 

When all are coffee-coloured men, 
Say who shall be the stranger then, 
Or who among them care to know 
The tale of heroes long ago? 
Leonidas. 


The Patriot ll 


Tell me, Sir, in all your travels far and wide 

Have you seen anything more lovely than this countryside? 
If, beyond those hills, something more lovely lies, 

Surely it must be more of Britain — or it’s paradise. 

Yet some, the multi-racialists, would say: 


‘*Abandon it to immigrants, just give all away.”’ 
Is Britain for such people just a name? 

We hold it in trust for our children, Sir. 

Feel you not the same? 


James Mottram 


SPEARHEAD SUPPORT FUND 


income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover 
production and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular 
donations from our supporters so that we may remain solvent. 

Because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in 


these columns, it is impossible to induce wholesale distributers to 
handle our magazine. Hence our need for additional financial! support. 

Please send all contributions to: Spearhead, c/o PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Please note that receipts are not normally 
sent for donations of less than £10 unless specifically requested, in 
which case an SAE would be much appreciated. Thank you. 
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Nature’s moral superiority 


ELLEN STRACHAN argues that white survival is all that matters 


IN his article, “Animal instincts and moral 
codes”, Mr. Dennis Whiting seems to have 
failed to grasp the importance of nature’s 
eternal morality: the original moral code; 
the only consistent and life-enhancing moral 
code that has ever existed, exists and will 
always exist. 

Attempts to create a peculiarly human 
moral code have been many and various. No 
one of them is better than any other. They are 
subjective, full cf hypocrisies and motivated 
by both a rejection and a fear of natural law. 
There is no univeral moral code, particularly 
not Christianity, an alien import which has 
only dominated the West for some 1,400 out 
of at least 17,000 years of the history of 
modern European man, and virtually all of 
whose festivals, myths and institutions are 
borrowed from earlier faiths. 

Naturally, people still ask the question: 
what is the meaning of life? The answer has 
always stared us straight in the face: genetic 
survival is life’s imperative. This isa positive, 
marvellous and perfect truth. There could be 
no greater meaning, even in our wildest 
imagination. Indeed, wild imagination is the 
origin of all other attempts to make moral 
laws. They all amount to nothing if they do 
not aid survival. Moral codes are practised 
by human beings and, if they do not aid 
survival, they will cause the extinction of 
those who practice them — in which case, of 
course, the moral code will likewise become 
extinct. 


Survivors 


Mr. Whiting is correct to observe that “the 
passage of time will show who the survivors 
are: the fact that they have survived is sufficient 
indication, perhaps, that they were the ones 
who ought to have survived.” He would like 
to reject this fact, although his reasons for 
this are not clear. 

He makes light of Nick Griffin’s warning 
that “in the harsh world of the 21st century 
Age of Scarcity, the underdog will find a 
queue of stronger competitors waiting to kick 
him off his bone,” asking “where will these 
competitors have learned the good manners 
of forming an orderly queue?” There is no 
doubt that the word ‘pack’ would have been 
more strictly correct than ‘queue,’ but Mr. 
Griffin’s point is clear and valid nevertheless: 
Throughout all history, the spoils have 
belonged to the strong, and woe to the 
vanquished! This is why we must get our act 
together if our race is to survive. 

Mr. Whiting is right to maintain that “there 
is nothing wrong in principle with the theory 
of justice and fair-dealing between nations as 
it has been worked out by jurists and 
theologians in the past.” I agree, and this 
does not contradict the survival imperative. 
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Fair-dealing between white nations in order 
to minimise the risk of unnecessary wars 
which give our natural enemies a chance to 
damage us is a sensible precaution. 

The ‘us’ and ‘them’ dichotomy could better 
be described as ‘us’ and ‘not us’. By this is 
meant people who contain the qualities 
required for the future survival of the white 
race, and those who do not. The dichotomy 
is stark, because mixing with or sharing vital 
resources with ‘not us’ is genetic suicide. 

The welfare of the tribe is absolutely the 
criterion of what is right, however much Mr. 
Whiting may wish it were otherwise. His 
disagreement with this implies that he believes 
that it is sometimes right to do something 
which is at odds with our racial welfare. His 
view that there is no real ‘us’ and ‘them’ 
dichotomy is similar to the liberal-Marxist 
argument that racial differences do not exist. 
Even if races did not exist — which they 
plainly do, however blurred some boundaries 
may have become due to mongelisation — 
blood is thicker than water. Families exist, 
and your first loyalty is towards your family. 
In a multi-racial society, the family can be 
your first, and only, point of reference. Ina 
homogeneous society, it pays off genetically 
to be co-operative with the rest of the 
population. Humans are social animals 
and have an instinct to form social groups, 
but it is no coincidence that the words ‘kin’ 
and ‘kind’ are so alike, for it only makes 
genetic sense to be ‘kind’ to your own 
group, for those in this group are the ones 
who share your genetic inheritance. 

Mr. Whiting says that it is only by appealing 
to a person’s conscience that we can make 
them wish to protect our society from decay, 
saying that a rich white man could exist, 
isolated from the rabble outside, in a well- 
guarded estate with his loved ones. In truth, 
if such a man understood the survival 
imperative, he would know that he must 
secure a future for his children and his 
children’s progeny, and that there is no future 


‘Modernist’ aberration or logical end result of a universalist religion? 


in an unsustainable society such as the one 
described in the hypothesis. Even if they 
could somehow remain fed and warm in their 
yuppie castle for generations, they could 
only reproduce by incestuous interbreeding, 
so would die out in any case. Individuals 
only have a genetic future as part of a wider 
folk community. | 

The use of reason, which distinguishes 
mankind from other animals, does not make 
us a superior species; it only makes us superior 
at reasoning. And it certainly does not render 
us immune to the laws of nature. Reasoning 
is useless if your reasoning leads you to adopt 
a philosophy whose practical effect is your 
own extinction. It may indeed be that when 
it comes to survival, the gruff voice of 
instinct is a much better guide than the airy- 
fairy constructs of wishful-thinking 
‘reasoning’. 


Sticks and carrots 


Most people have very limited powers of 
reason. Most people have to be told what to 
do, what actions are right and wrong. They 
are motivated by the threat of punishment (by 
an authority figure, either real or ficticious; 
or by the promise of a reward from this 
authority. Only the most intelligent select 
few can actually work out for themselves how 
they should behave. They are motivated by 
a drive to do the right thing just because it is 
right. When obeying the survival imperative. 
a man will not drive too fast, be an alcoholic 
ora drug addict, for he knows such behaviour 
is not conducive to genetic success. 

If enough of us emulated Mr. Whiting’s 
ideal of “a saint who devotes his or her entire 
life to God,” we would be guaranteed 
extinction on this Earth. I do not wish to 
offend Christians, but shouldn’t we 
concentrate on our present existence and the 
future of our race and nation? Isn’t it more 
holy to be the parent of a beautiful, clever 
child than to be a saint and the last of one’s 
line? How can there be anything ‘holy’ about 


self-extinction, in commiting genetic suicide? 


But this is the logical end of such ‘religious’ 
sentiments. 

Elsewhere in this issue, Mr. Whiting says 
that recognition of the survival imperative — 
which makes the perpetuation and 
advancement of the white race the touchstone 
of morality — “betokens a failure of nerve in 
nationalists.” On the contrary, this is the 
very basis of genuine racial nationalism. 
This attitude was summed up by the great 
Norwegian novelist, Knut Hamsun, a man 
who could never be accused of “losing his 
nerve”: - 

“Generation to generation, breeding ever 

anew, and when you die the new stock goes 

on. That's the meaning of eternal life." 

Mr. Whiting would have us listen to our 
conscience, but conscience is not a reliable 
guide to rightand wrong. A guilty conscience 
is often felt by people when they know, 
rationally, that they have done no wrong. 
Many whites all over the world feel ashamed 
of what they are when non-whites start 
slinging accusations of oppression and 
exploitation. 

Conscience is partly a conditioned response, 
implanted into us by observation of what is 
socially approved of and what is not. When 
we note that the media play such a strong part 
inthis we can appreciate how little conscience 
relates to the survival imperative; in fact, the 
two are all too often in direct conflict. Once 
this is understood, we can begin to analyse 
our feelings of guilt and discover that they 
are strings by which we are manipulated by 
those who have no conscience about the way 
they treat us. 

Socio-biologists would also suggest that 
there is an instinctive element at work when 
we hear the voice of conscience. Over 
thousands of generations certain acts or 
omissions have damaged the genetic chances 
of the individuals who have put their personal 
gratification above the demands of the survival 
imperative. We are therefore more likely to 
be descended from others, who realised that 
such things are destructive, so we in turn are 
likely to have a strong subconscious grasp of 
what is ‘right’ and ‘wrong.’ 

The trouble is that behaviour patterns such 
as tolerance and “loving thy neighbour,” 
which may well be good survival strategy for 
a small homogeneous group, become 
catastrophically bad when followed in a 
metropolis or a multi-racial society. When 
there arises such a clash between the moral 
injunctions of a dying age and the survival of 
our race in the face of new adversity, it is 
time to throw the old ballast overboard 
before it takes our ship to the bottom. 

Common sense is enough to tell us that the 
best reason for good conduct is the survival 
imperative. It guards us from destructive 
excesses, gives us pleasure in simple things, 
protects our environment and society and is 
not open to debate. If you do not practise 
nature’s eternal morality, you have no 
future. The ultimate good is what is good 
for the white race, and the ultimate evil is 
what is bad for it. 


BRITAIN is in a bad way: permanent 
unemployment blights the lives of 
millions; a third of all households 
depend on welfare benefits; over 60 
per cent of the workforce is either 
unemployed or employed in conditions 
of gross insecurity. The purpose of 
this short article is to explain why, and 
to point out what must change. 

The intellectual justification for 
economic-liberalism was provided by two 
men during the early 19th century: David 
Ricardo, a millionaire Dutch Jewish 
stockbroker, and Thomas Malthus, an 
English country clergyman. They 
developed the concept of /aissez-faire: the 
theory that if economic matters were left 
alone and totally unregulated by the state, 
everybody (who survived) would be better 
off. 

In plain words the theory means the 
rule of finance and free trade. Though 


fitted in well with powerful vested 
interests. 

Under this scheme, British capital has 
been exported at an ever-growing rate, to 
develop the industries of rival nations. At 
the same time, the employment of British 
workers has become more and more 
dependant on foreign demand for our 
goods. Britain has long been completely 
enmeshed in a world system jnherently 
prone to panics, depressions and wars. 

Is such a situation sane or insane? 

For more than a hundred years Britain 
has been steered on this course, a course 
which leads directly to the rocks, which 
are now desperately near. Even some 
members of the Government realise this 
now — Chancellor Kenneth Clarke is 
said to have described his task as 
“moving the deckchairs around on the 
Titanic.” 

But don’t expect them to do anything 
about it. We must remember the words 
of George Bernard Shaw:- 

“What is the historical function of 
Parliament? It is to prevent the Govern- 
ment from governing. It broke the power 
of the Monarchy; it broke the power of 
the Church; finally it broke even the 
country gentlemen. Then having broken 
everything that could govern the country, 
it left us at the mercy of private 
commercial capitalists. Since then we 
have been governed from outside 
Parliament, first by our own employers, 
and then by financiers of all nations and 
races.” 

Precisely. 

Within the straightjacket of the system, 
they couldn't do anything even if they 
wanted to. Interest repayments on ‘our’ 
national debt are soaring out of control. 
The balance of payments deficit is huge — 
what would it be if it wasn’t held down by 


Is Britain doomed? 


asks lan Buckley 


preached with moral fervour, /aissez-faire . 


the artificially low purchasing power of the 
unemployed? Because large chunks of. 
the economy have been dismantled, too 
many benefit claimants are chasing too 
few tax receipts. ‘Orthodox’ finance 
means they can’t solve the tax/benefits 
conundrum. ‘Orthodox’ finance means 
being locked in rapid and irreversible 
decline. The bonanza of North Sea oil 
has been thrown away — gone funding 
crippling levels of unemployment. 

And subscribers to company or private 
pension plans might — or might not — like 
to know that they face a poverty-stricken 
old age. In 25 years there will be 12 
million pensioners, all aiming to have 
similar-sized funds, totalling around 
£1,200billion. Even if national output 
were to double — highly unlikely now 
Britain is in decline — this would imply 
that pensioners’ assets would equal 
national output. This is of course 
impossible. Therefore Britain’s future 
pensioners face poverty on top of the 
crime-ridden collapse of society which 
they already know about. 

Let's consider for a moment how bad 
things have already become. -In the 
quality newspapers it is now common to 
read disturbing little headlines: “Historic 
city of Chester faces beggar crisis” or 
“Cambridge engineering graduate fails to 
get interview after making 250 job 
applications.” 25 years ago any journalist 
writing like that would have been carted 
away by the men in white coats! A 
society which is crumbling at increasing 
speed doesn't make a pretty sight. Nor is 
it a healthy place to live; according to 
research by Professor John Eatwell of 
Trinity College, Cambridge, free- trade 
liberalism has accounted for 70,000 
excess deaths since 1979. 

Now socialism was preferable to 
liberalism (as influenza is preferable to the 
bubonic plague), though it too shared the 
delusions of internationalism and 
materialism. But socialism has now 
vanished without trace — which leaves us 
with two main parties committed to 
liberalism and managed decline. 

If we carry on as we are then Britain 
will join the Third World. And sooner 
rather than later. There are only two 
choices: Decline further, until we 
become another Portugal, and finally 
another Bangladesh. Or make a 
drastic break with liberalism and 
revive. It has happened before in very 
similar conditions. It can happen 
again. 
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The unholy alliance 


NICK GRIFFIN analyses the establishment/far-left axis 


“SUPPOSE that in the early years of the 
next century there is a systemic failure of 
the European economy, because of high 
unemployment, because the euro is too 
strong or too weak, or because of a Europe- 
wide failure to meet low cost Asian 
competition. Suppose that resentment 
about unemployment and immigration is 
turned against Europe, that the national 
democratic failures become a European 
failure. Then the lifeboat will become a 
death trap. 

“The pre-condition of fascism is the failure 
of democracy. A sign of democratic failure 
is the desire to transfer power away from 
democratic bodies to unaccountable bodies, 
from the nations of Europe. Adding the 
national failures together will not create a 
successful Europe, though that is what the 
European Union is now planning to do. 

“A Europe-wide systemic failure of 
democracy would open the way for neo- 
fascism in the national electorates. We do 
not need to fear fascism because it is weak 
and replusive, but because many people find 
it strong and attractive. Like the Devil 
himself, fascism is strong, attractive but 
deadly.” 

Writing thus in the Times of October 17th, 
veteran columnist Lord Rees-Mogg sounded 
the alarm over the news of further sweeping 
nationalist electoral success in Austria and 
France. Entitled ‘Europe’s fascist spectre,’ 
the article warned that “far-right parties 
exploit Maastricht just as Hitler did the 
Versailles treaty.” 

It is not clear whether the ghostly reference 
was a deliberate or a subconscious echo of the 
first words of Marx’s Communist Manifesto: 
“A spectre is haunting Europe, the spectre of 
Communism,” but the inference is clear. 
About one hundred years ago, Marxism was 
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Typical cutting from 
the page advertising 
meetings in Socialist 
Worker. So terrified is 
the ruling class of 
these ‘revolutionaries’ 
that they are allowed 
to meet quite openly 
in pubs, council- 
owned community 
centres, church halls 
and libraries 


widely understood to be the wave of the 
future; today, that position is almost 
universally recognised to be occupied by the 
racial nationalism which double-barreled 
conservatives and bearded sociology lecturers 
alike call ‘fascism.’ : 

Even in the 1930s, wealthy conservatives 
and big businessmen in various European 
nations were so terrified of the Red threat 
that they were reluctantly prepared to back 
radical nationalist movements to stop the 
Communists coming to power and putting 
them and their families up against a wall. 
Nor was this mere paranoia. German steel 
magnate Fritz Thyssen, for example, had 
come within moments of being shot by a Red 
firing squad during the failed Marxist uprising 
inthe Ruhr in 1918, anincident which played 
a major part in his decision to help fund 
Hitler’s final drive for power in 1932-33. 


Times have changed 


Today, by contrast, not even the most 
reactionary Stock Exchange millionaire or 
sweatshop owner has the slightest fear of 
Red revolution. On the other hand, a popular 
shift to racial nationalism — which would 
prevent the free movement of capital and 
labour around the world — is something 
which would interfere severly with their 
worldview and their profits. One only has to 
look at a few of the advertisements of giant 
companies — Benneton, Coca-cola, Marks 
& Spencers, Woolworths, et al — to see that 
multi-racialism and multi-national profits go 
hand-in-hand. 

Where, then, does this leave Communism? 
And what does this mean for our relationship 
with its remaining misguided adherents? 

Although totally rejected by all ordinary 
people, and propagated primarily by hate- 
filled aliens and various brands of pervert, 
Marxism still has an appeal 
to some naive youngsters 
who like to think of 
themselves as being ‘radical’ 
and ‘anti-establishment.’ 
But however such people 
view themselves, the true 
test of just how ‘anti- 
establishment’ a group 
really is is the establish- 
ment’s attitude towards it: 
Is it banned from using 
council-owned halls for 
public meetings? Do the 
police carry out dawn raids 
on its printers? Are its 
leaders under constant threat 


of arrest and trial for the things they write? 
Does the media hound its members from 
‘sensitive’ jobs such as teaching, manning 
customs posts and grave-digging? If not. 
then it is clear that the establishment 
understands that the group — however blood- 
curdling its revolutionary rhetoric — Is nu 
threat and can therefore be treated with 
dismissive tolerance. 

Such, of course, is the position today of 
every single extreme-left group in Britain, 
indeed, in the whole of the white world. I[n 
fact, not only are such people and their ideas 
tolerated, they are allowed to be the dominant 
force in television, the press, publishing, 
teacher training colleges, and all the other 
key positions in the opinion-moulding 
apparatus of capitalism. By contrast, the 
BNP and similar nationalist organisations — 
plus the historical revisionists who threaten 
the moral foundations of the post-war liberai 
democratic consensus — are systematically 
barred, banned, beaten and victimised by the 
very establishment which, according tu 
Trotskyite mythology, regards us as its last 
line of defence against the wrath of the 
aroused workers. 


Pretext 


In fact, it is Communist violence against 
nationalists which is used with monotonous 
regularity by the establishment as the pretext 
for denying us free speech and free assembly 
on the grounds of a ‘threat to public order.’ 
Thus, a massive Marxist riot near the former 
BNP Bookshop in Welling resulted, not in 
the prosecution of ‘the far-left organisers 
under the Public Order Act, but in 
Conservative Government’s Department of 
the Environment citing ‘public disorder’ as « 
reason for closing down the shop. And 
attacks by Red mobs on BNP sales pitches 
where activists had sold papers peacefully 
for many years led to the police driving from 
the streets, not the mobsters, but the blameless 
nationalist paper-sellers. Any long-standing 
nationalist could think of many more examples 
of establishment/Marxist collusion which 
show all too clearly exactly who are “the 
bootboys of capitalism” these days. 

So what impact should these facts have on 


our strategy and tactics in the years ahead? | 


First, it is vital that all our members and 
supporters understand that we will, in due 
course, have the opportunity to win. We are 
not fighting a doomed rearguard battle out of 
sheer bloody-mindedness; as the old system 
goes into crisis we must organise to take 
power. William Rees-Mogg is not only an 


extremely influential journalist, he is also an 
exceptionally well-informed and astute 
political and economic analyst. When sucha 
man repeatedly takes the best part of a page 
in the Times to warn against a ‘threat,’ itisone 
to be taken seriously. 

Second, we need to ensure that, for all the 
similarities between the times we are now 
entering and the 1920s and 30s, we do not 
adopt tactics which, however well they worked 
then, are no longer applicable. We have 
already noted that pre-war nationalists were 
able to gather an immense amount of support 
from sections of the old order and from the 
middle classes by demonstrating their ability 
to defeat the Reds in large-scale street disorder. 
Nowadays, however, the Communist threat 
has evaporated, so street-corner punch-ups 
with a few dozen leftist students and drunken 
Red Fenians will win us no friends and only 
give the police more excuses to arrest and 
bring trumped-up charges against key 
nationalists. 


Comradeship and respect 


Of course, confrontation does still have a 
vital role to play in building comradeship 
between nationalists, and respect for our 
movement among the general public; but it 
must be confrontation with the right targets, 
and at times and places calculated to avoid 
unnecessary casualties and to show us to be 
disciplined defenders of the interests of the 
British people, not a gang of adventurist 
hooligans. The public does not have the 
slightest reason to worry about Red Action, 
but millions of people are utterly sick of the 
antics of the ‘politically correct’ freaks who 
may be encountered running schools, art 
galleries, public libraries, local councils, 
immigrant advice centres and so on and so 
on. The point has already been made in my 
article ‘Will no one rid us of these turbulent 
Reds’ (August Spearhead), so needs not be 
laboured again here. 

As Lord Rees-Mogg has made clear, 
particularly in his fascinating The Great 
Reckoning, it is also inevitable that continued 
economic decline will bring racial tensions in 
many British cities to boiling point. This will 
create a need for local leadership and 
organisation to enable white communities on 
the frontlines to defend themselves effectively, 
both physically and politically. This is where 
the next decade will see a struggle for the 
control of the streets in which huge numbers 
of ordinary Britons will take a desperate 
interest, just as happened, for example, along 
the Shankill/Falls and Short Strand/ 
Newtownards Road flashpoints in Belfast in 
the early 1970s. It will be essential for 


British nationalists to be at the forefront of. 


such developments in mainland cities, for 
which the defeat of the Red/immigrant march 
on Southwark and the East End ‘Rights for 
Whites’ campaign were valuable early 
experiments. 

Immediately after their crushing defeat in 


Free to organise violent mobs, 
threaten and assault opponents, 
and intimidate the owners of 
meeting halls; today's Marxists, 
far from being revolutionaries, are 
in fact the mercenary defenders of 
global capitalism 


Southwark, the papers of the main Marxist 


proponents of physical confrontation with 
nationalists were full of alarm over the way 
in which the BNP had been able to mobilise 
popular working class anger against 
immigration and those who support it. More 
recently a different problem has been 
exercising their strategists in papers such as 
Fighting Talk and even more so in the internal 
Position Papers of Anti-Fascist Action. Their 
complaint is that, having “driven the fascists 
off the streets and onto the estates” (we have 
already noted how any ‘driving’ was done by 
the police, rather than the Reds, but that is 
besides the point), the resulting lack of exciting 
punch-ups is leading their supporters to drift 
away and their organisations to atrophy. 

At the same time, they aré beginning to 
have nightmares about the political prospects 
for the BNP after the next general election. 
As AFA warn in Fighting Talk No. 12:- 


“The election of a Labour government 
will be a massive shot in the arm for the Far- 
Right. It is also very possible that in the 
subsequent local elections the Isle of Dogs 
scenario could be repeated on a national 
scale, and all our good work in the last 
decade would be undone at a stroke.” 

Their solution to this is a plan to form a 
political wing, to contest seats in council 
elections so as to provide disillusioned Labour 
voters with a ‘socialist alternative’ and so 
stop them voting BNP. While they are 
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dreaming this pipe-dream, nationalists will 
note that such a move will expose their key 
personnel, making it very easy for small 
groups of dedicated patriots to contact them 
personally and, through intensive discussions, 
persuade them to leave our own candidates, 
canvassers and leafletters in peace — which 
is all we will need to win. This will bring us 
far more benefits than engaging in public 
brawls with their general hangers-on, who 
— like many of our own loose supporters — 
actually enjoy a good scrap and who will go 
back to the football terraces if we don’t 
oblige them by providing the opportunity for 
one at regular intervals. 

Without their role as the ‘plausibly 
deniable' bootboys of the establishment, the 
far-left would have no role whatsover in 
modern politics. With the prospect of Red 
revolution gone forever, opposing us’ on 
behalf of the status quo is their only reason 
for existence. To us, on the other hand, the 
Communists are a nuisance, a side-show 
which we must not allow to distract us from 
the serious business of sinking community 
roots in both electoral and counter-power 
initiatives, and expanding our operations to 
reach parts of the country where we are at 
present not properly organised. 

So if they come looking to crack our 
heads, we must break theirs, but we have 
got better things to do than go looking for 
trouble. 


Have you joined the Welling Club? 


The Welling Club is a special group which exists to help raise money 
for the British National Party. Membership is open to all persons, 
whether or not BNP members, willing to contribute £20 each month to | 
the party's national funds. 


Welling Club members are sent regular bulletins informing them of 
the progress in achieving various important BNP targets which is being 
made with the help of their donations. They are also entitled to attend, 
free of charge, an annual club dinner addressed by the BNP Chairman. 

Those wishing to join the Welling Club should apply, sending their 
initial £ 20 contribution (made out to the ‘British National Party’), to: 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent, DA16 3D W 
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The British Revolution 


FRANK MARTELL urges us to learn from the masters of military theory 


The horror of the trench warfare of World 
War I forged a determination in young 
officers in every country involved to devise 
a new way of warfare — one that avoided 
the huge meatgrinder offensives of static 
warfare in which literally hundreds of 
thousands of young men would be sacrificed 
for the gain of a few yards. Return to the 
decisiveness of Napoleonic manouvre was 
what was desired, campaigns resolved in 
weeks instead of years. 

German officers especially were interested 
in new ideas as they knew that, surrounded by 
enemies, they had to do even better the next 
time around than they had in 


in strategy, tactics, education, training and 
organisation. After all, the old ways had worked 
in the end, so the death and maiming of millions 
of their own men was an acceptable price to pay. 
“Quantity has a quality all of its own,” said 
Lenin, and the Allies would almost certainly 
have quantity on their side in the next conflict as 


well. Wars of manouvre may be decisive and, 


less costly, but wars of attrition are safer for the 
side with the bigger battalions. Quality can only 
negate so much quantity. So keeping Germany 
disarmed and industrially weak for as long as 
possible was the key to keeping the weight of 
brute force on the “right side”. The Allies 


extreme notions which would eventually cause 
him to be forced out of the British Army. 
During the war, Fuller was denied command 
and put on staff work, but his brilliance quickly 
propelled him to high staff positions. He was 
one of the advocates of the tank, believing it to 
be the instrument to break the horrible stalemate 
on the Western Front. It was Fuller who 
developed the plan for the massed tank assault 
on Cambrai in 1917. The British used 375 
tanks to force a break in the German lines, 
which would then be exploited by rapidly 
moving infanty and finally cavalry pushing 
into the open country beyond. The ambitious 
plan appeared to work 
as the German troops 


the First World War, when they 
had killed two enemy soldiers 
for every one they had lost. 
The revolts and mutinies in the 
Russian, French and German 
armies in 1917 and 1918 had 
also convinced them that the 


ordinary soldier would no 


longer accept the cavalier 
wastage of lives in hopeless 
attacks that is so characteristic 
of wars of attrition. 

Although the British had 
seemed immune to revolt, they 
had in fact mutinied in a very 
British way, as Captain Liddell 
Hart discovered in his post-war 
review of the official history of 
his own battalion. He found 
they had been ordered to attack 
on a particular day and that, 
according to the official record, 
the battalion did so and was 
repulsed with heavy losses. It 


Although there was no political revolution in Britain between the World Wars, there was 
a great shift in military ideas during those years. British army officers J.F.C. Fuller and 
Basil H. Liddell Hart — the greatest military theorists of all time — created a revolutionary 
new military doctrine. Although rejected by their superiors, their ideas were adopted 
by the Germans, and later by the Israelis — largely in response to proven German 
martial superiority. The ideas of these two men are as applicable today as they ever 
were, indeed the principles they distilled from their study of history are eternal. They 
are also still largely rejected by the modern military establishments of the major 
powers, including Britain and the United States. 

Most important of all, many of the principles which directed their operational 
recommendations are every bit as valid in the field of politics as they are in open 
warfare. Part of the reason for the lightening advance of Marxism around the world in 
the years following 1917 was the way in which Communist training schools gave their 
pupils a thorough understanding of the works of military theorists such as Sun Tzu and 
Von Clausewitz. Their cadres learntto analyse situations dispassionately, to probe for 
weak points, to precede confrontation with subversion, to avoid clashes they couldn't 
win — all simple ideas from the past masters of martial theory which gave the 
Communists a decisive advantage over the the tactically uninformed political amateurs 
who comprised most of their opponents. 

There is a great deal which racial nationalists can learn from all this, starting with 
this two-part introduction to the ideas of Fuller and Liddell Hart. While reading it, keep 
in mind constantly that the principles of war and politics are identical, and watch 
accordingly for ways in which the revolutionary ideas of these two British giants can be 


fled on mass before the 
frightening new 
weapon. Unfortunately 
the usual preparatory 
barrage had so cut up 
the terrain that the 
supply vehicles and the 
heavily laden infantry 
support could not keep 
up with the advancing 
tanks. The unsupported 
tanks were hit by light 
artillery on their flanks 
and the attack was 
smashed. 

The failure at 
Cambrai convinced 
most British officers 
that the tank, like the 
aeroplane, was a shiny 
new gimmick which 
could have no decisive 
effect on the battlefield. 


was reported that Liddell Hart’s 
unit was in the thick of the 
action, yet he knew that there had been no 
attack and no losses that day, which had been 
spent in the trenches as usual. His battalion 
commander had simply neglected to pass on 
the order to attack. Young British officers 
“cooked the books” in order to save their men 
and avoid the collapse of morale which had 
crippled the French. When ordered to attack 
they falsely reported that they had indeed 
done so but were unable to gain ground. This 
was usually the case anyway, and they were 
safe in the knowledge that their higher 
commanders would stay in the rear out of 
danger from the artillery fire that inevitably 
came in response to their own preparatory 
barrage. 

After the “war to end all wars” the High 
Commands of the victorious countries saw no 
need for fundamental military reforms, 
particularly those espoused by radicals such 
as Liddell Hart and Fuller who wanted a new 
style of leadership as well as doctrinal changes 
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applied to our struggle in the years ahead. 


falsely promised to disarm themselves once the 
Germans were stripped of their military and 
heavy industrial might, in order to get Germany 
to accept the terms of Versailles, but this deceit 
backfired. 

By 1933 the lie was obvious to all and Hitler 
was fully supported by the German people in his 
rearmament plans. Even more importantly, this 
mustard-gas wounded trench-hero had a 
revolutionary temperament and was interested in 
radical ideas. Accordingly, he backed the 
promoters of such ideas in the German military, 
particularly Col. Heinz Guderian who considered 
himself a disciple of Liddell Hart and wished to 
build a ‘Panzer Korps’ in the Wehrmacht. 

So what did Liddell Hart and Fuller stand for, 
and what became of them and those who followed 
their ideas? Fuller was the elder and began to 
write well before the First World War. He was 
unpopular with his fellow officers because of his 
‘arrogance’ and his unconventional views, even 
though these had not yet developed into the 


Colonel Fuller, on the 
other hand, believed 
that success had been within reach at Cambrai 
and set about improving tank tactics. He came 
up with ‘Plan 1919’, in which he proposed that 
massive numbers of tanks and ’planes be 
concentrated in a surprise attack against an 
enemy weak point without any preparatory 
artillery barrage which would alert the Germans 
to the attack and interfere with the supply of the 
advancing tanks. Furthermore, units of infantry 
would follow in armoured personnel carriers. 
and supplies would be hauled by cross-country 
tractors rather than by lorries. 

The war ended before the plan could be 
carried out, but it was the tactical foundation of 
what would later be called Blitzkreig — the 
‘Lightening War’ waged by the Germans in 
France and the Low Countries in 1940. 

In 1920 Fuller came up with the brief 
Principles of War that are memorised by military 
cadets around the world — though’ few are 
taught, and even fewer learn, how to apply 
them. These include: Objective; Determination; 


Manoeuvre; Concentration; Surprise; Offensive 
Action; Economy of Force; Endurance, and 
Security. Later, Speed, Intelligence, and Unity 
of Command were added. In 1926 he published 
The Fundamentals of the Science of War, a 
philosophical work of alternating genius and 
nonsense written in a Clausewitzian style that 
makes it difficult to read, let alone understand. 

Fortunately a new military writer had also 
appeared on the scene. Captain B.L. Liddell 
Hart had gone to the Great War as a young 
lieutenant, only to be wounded by mustard gas 
and incapacitated for the remainder of the war. 
On his recovery he was granted a regular army 
commission as a Captain. His articles in 
military journals were clear and powerful 
attacks on current army practice, and quickly 
atttracted the attention of those officers who 
were disgusted with the way the war had been 
fought and wanted reform. 


New and effective ideas 


At first he concentrated on infantry tactics in 
his doctrine of the ‘Expanding Torrent’, which 
further developed the experimental German 
penetration tactics used to great effect on the 
Eastern Front in 1916, Rommel in Italy in 
1917, and in Flanders early in 1918. Liddell 
Hart advocated replacing large-scale frontal 
assaults with concentrated attacks on weak 
points designed to bypass and isolate 
strongholds. This was called the ‘Expanding 
Torrent’ because the attack would flow like 
water through enemy weak points, leaving 
strong points surrounded like islands. Battles 
would be won not in a single great assault but 
in a series of small attacks reaching further and 
further into the enemy rear. 

Fuller contacted the young Captain and 
convinced him that the tactic would work even 
better if his attacking units were all armoured 
and moving at 30 mph rather than the 3mph of 
conventional infantry. The two men became 
great friends and, although he was the older 
mentor, it was Fuller who changed his writing 
style to mimick the directness, clarity and 
devastating logic of the younger man. By 1928 
Fuller’s writing was as clear and direct as 
Liddell Hart’s, and there is so little difference 
in their doctrines from this point that they will 


Cambrai 1917: British tanks advance 
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be spoken of as one for the rest of this article. 

In addition to new tactics, equally radical 
proposals were proffered in strategy. 
organisation, training and, above all, leadership. 
It was this last area which made these new ideas 
wholly unacceptable to conventional military 
minds, and even in the other fields the proposed 
changes were revolutionary. 

Traditionally there had been only twc 
recognised strategies: 1) Attrition — gaining 
a decision by wearing down the enemy. 
accepting huge losses on your own side ir 
return, and 2) Manoeuvre — surrounding. 
outflanking or penetrating the enemy’s mair 
army in order to force the rapid surrender of his 
forces and government. The principle maste1 
of this second art was Napoleon. 

But hidden within Napoleonic history was < 
third way: the psychological approach whict 
sought to shock the enemy into surrender by 
rapid tactical pursuit and strategic exploitatior 
of a victory, preventing him from recovering 
his balance both physically and — most crucially 
— psychologically. 

Napoleon’s greatest achievement in this 
regard was the 1806 campaign against Prussia. 
After the main Prussian army was defeated on 
the battlefields of Jena and Auerstadt, Napoleon 
gave his troops no rest. Their mission was tc 
hound the remants of the Prussian main army 
into panic and dissolution, and to fan out and 
race forward to occupy key Prussian cities and 
fortresses before they could be reinforced. 
This was accomplished, and within two weeks 
the demoralised King of Prussia surrendered. 
This was the Strategy of Paralysis at work. 


Speed and surprise 


The British theorists were determined to 
systematise the Strategy of Paralysis. After the 
tactical breakthrough was achieved and the 
enemy line breached, armoured columns would 
fan out into his rear to attack supply columns 
and dumps, command and control centres, and 
reserve forces before they could be effectively 
mobilised. Speed, surprise and psychological 
shock would protect the flanks of the advancing 
armoured spearheads, which would not wait 
for the advancing infantry to catch up. 

The object was to cause panic in the enemy 
army that would quickly pass up the chain of 
command and paralyse his leadership. But this 
idea of pressing into the void — filled with 
unknown risks and without flank protection — 
rather than attacking the enemy wherever he 
could be found, was not for the faint-hearted. 
The approach was denounced as ridiculous by 
most officers in Britain and America. In 
Germany, however, it was a different story. 

The same was true with the new ideas for 
organisation, training and leadership. Much of 
the German success against numerically superior 
forces during the Second World War was the 
direct result of the adoption of all this. 

And the ideas of Fuller and Liddel Hart 
are as valuabte today for nationalist leaders 
looking for the effective strategies and tactics 
needed to win decisive political victory over 
the powerful and well-entrenched enemies 
who are destroying our race. 


A selection of superb full-colour greet- 
ings cards is available from Planet 
Prints. The designs are based on 
traditional Northern European 
mythology, and are ideal for sending 
greetings over the coming Yuletide 
season. 


Each card is Ab (210 x 148mm) in 
size, and comes with a white enve- 
lope. The designs are all in full colour. 


Titles available include: 


Thor wielding Mjolnir 
Menhir 
Odin at the Bridge of Light 
Goddess Ostara 
Yggdrasil 
Viking Funeral 
Odin Riding Sleionir 
Viking Ships 
Celtic Princess 
Father Xmas 


PRICES: £7.50 for aset of 12 cards 
(any mix of titles - please specify). 
Send to: 

Planet Prints, 

PO Box 62, Uckfield, 

Sussex, TN22 1ZY. 


(A range of posters based on similar 
themes is also available. Please send a 
S.A.E. for our full colour brochure.) 
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RESPONDING TO LIARS 


Dr. WILLIAM L. PIERCE 


on dealing with psychological warfare 


The following article is a reproduction, 
slightly abridged, of one that first appeared in 


the National Alliance Bulletin, PO Box 90, 
Hillsboro, West Virginia 24946, U.S.A. 


AS the Alliance has grown, so has the number 
of individuals and groups opposed to us. 
Some of these express their hostility publicly 
in libelous attacks against us. Several 
members have contacted the National Office 
and suggested that the various charges made 
against us should be responded to, lest other 
members and the general public be misled 
by the liars. 

Occasionally a public repudiation of one of 
these liars is appropriate; usually it is not. A 
classification and understanding of the 
motivations of the liars always is appropriate 
for us, however. 

For the purpose of classification. I’1] divide 
the liars into four categories. 

First, there are our genuine ideological 
opponents, who in lashing out at those who 
differ from them are not always careful to 
remain objective and truthful. An example is 
the John Birch Society, which was discussed in 
the August-September 1996 of National 


Vanguard (‘‘Enemies on the Right: The John | 


Birch Society and Individualism’ ’). Asa general 
rule, the attacks by such opponents are not 
motivated by malice, but rather by a desire to 
keep their own flocks on the straight and narrow 
path. A public debate with such opponents — or 
at least a public analysis of the differences we 
have with them — may sometimes be useful in 
clarifying issues. In any event, such opponents 
usually pose no threat to us and are no cause for 
concern, primarily because there is a clear 
separation between our audiences. 


Greedy ‘competitors’ 


Second, there are individuals or groups 
whose opposition to us is based not on ideology 
buton greed: they regard us as competitors in 
the ‘patriot’ racket. Their attacks on us are not 
only mendacious but also malicious, intended 
to injure our reputation and keep ‘patriot’ 
donations away from us. These Category Two 
liars are more dangerous than those in Category 
One because there is not as clear a separation 
between our audience and theirs; we still receive 
some support from conservative cranks, for 
example, and a few racial patriots of limited 
perspicacity still have not recognised these liars 
for the crooks they are. 

It is futile to debate someone who is not 
interested in facts or ideas but only in hurling 
insults and lies, especially when we are 
constrained to be truthful. 
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A third category of liars consists of those 
who have had their feelings hurt by the Alliance 
or by me and want to ease the smarting by 
hurting us in return. Some of these Category 
Three people are former members. Because 
their lies have an entirely personal motivation, 
they usually don’t have much staying power. 
Unfortunately, however, the supply of ex- 
members with hurt feelings will be replenished 
continually as we continue to grow and to shed 
individuals who don’t measure up to our 
standards. Asin the case of Category Two liars 
debate with these emotionally driven attackers 
is futile. 


Professional paid liars 


A fourth category of liars consists of the 
professionals: that is, of people who are paid 
to lie about us. An obvious component of this 
category consists of the liars of the controlled 
media. The media liars have until now limited 
their lying to exaggerations and insinuations 
designed to make us look bad to people who are 
more or less under the influence of the media. 
They call us ‘‘haters,’’ ‘neo-Nazi thugs,”’ and 
the like and hint that we are dangerous, violent, 
and mentally unstable. Such lies work well with 
the Politically Correct elements, whom we aren’t 
interested in trying to influence anyway. The 
general public tends to believe these lies about 
half way and in consequence is leery ofus. And, 
of course, they have no negative effect at all on 
knowledgeable racial patriots, but rather are 
considered a mark of merit. 

We counter the effects of these lies on the 
general public not by responding in a point-by- 
point fashion, but by ignoring the media and 
presenting our own message in as non-hateful 
and non-thuggish a manner as we can. Later, 
when their bosses order them to begin saying 
that we are child molesters, drug dealers and 
homosexuals — charges which will not cause 
the Politically Correct to think worse of us, but 
which will be regarded by the general public as 
considerably more serious than hatefulness and 
thuggishness — we may be obliged to use 
different tactics in responding. 

Nowwe are seeing the emergence of another 
type of professional liar; namely the liar 
who pretends to be one of us, while secretly 
taking his orders and his pay from our 
enemies. His assignment is to sow confusions, 
suspicion and distrust while gathering 
information, and in the furtherance of this goal 
he does not hesitate to tell far more outlandish 
lies than the minions of the controlled media 
now dare. He is generally a person without 
fixed assets, and therefore judgement-proof. 

This is a development we should have 


gives some useful tips 


nF 


expected. It is a tactic which the Enemy have 
used over and over again in the past. They used 
it in the 1920s and early 1930s in Germany, ion 
example. They know that the people to whom 
we most strongly appeal are immune, to a very 
large degree, to what they and their 
acknowledged minions say about us, and that 
the general public will gain adegree of immunity 
as conditions worsen. Therefore they turn to a 
Trojan Horse tactic. 

As I noted above, we are seeing now only the 
beginning of this sort of activity. At this time its 
practicioners are very crude, and the people 
they affect are primarily the hobbyists. who 
thrive on gossip and sensation. Later. the 
practicioners will be more sophisticated, and 
they will do more damage. We will respond to 
them in a proper way at the proper time. 

What we will not do, however, 1s fall into the 
trap of trying to rebut their lies: that is a 
bottomless quagmire. At this time we cannut 
prevent paid liars from doing what they are paid 
to do, but we can limit their effects to the 
hobbyists and the cranks by ignoring them and 
going about our work. Everybody enjoys a 
good fight, but one liar dancing around by 
himself and throwing punches at shadows isn’t 
very interesting. If a liar cannot provoke. a 
counterpunch his unanswered rhetoric won't 
hold even the hobbyists’ attention for long. 

So when we receive letters saying **So-and- 
so says in his Amalgamated White People's 
Party newsletter that the Alliance is really a 
Satanist cult and William Pierce is a heroin 
addict who molests little boys. What do you say 
to that?’’ we are likely not to answer them and 
simply to mark the senders down as hobbyists 


POSTSCRIPT 
by JOHN TYNDALL | 


We have thought it worthwhile reproducing 
the foregoing article by Dr. Pierce because it 
contains a number of insights on problems 
familiar to us in Britain, showing that the 
particular political animals described are to be 
found everywhere. I think it appropriate. 
however, to add to the categories Dr. Pierce has 
listed a further one which causes trouble. 
Perhaps ‘liar’ is not the most apt description of 
this category of person because lies are not 
always a part of his work, though they are 
employed by some at times. I will give an 
outline of the pathology of this particular type 
as follows:- 

He is invariably a cause of dissension in an 
organisation by way of harping on ideological 
or tactical disagreements with the leadership — 
though he ought to have been aware when he 
first joined the organisation what its ideological 


and tactical positions were and could, if he so 
objected to them, have refrained from joining 
and instead taken out membership of another 
group whose ideas and methods were more to 
his liking. 

One thing that I have found out about this 
type is that he seems incapable of grasping one 
of the elementary rules concerning leadership. 
This is that in return for bearing the burdens 
imposed by that position a leader has the right 
to certain basic. prerogatives, first of which is 
the final power of decision over matters of 
policy, organisation and tactics — given due 
discussion with seniors as a preliminary to that 
decision. This dissenter does not seem to 
understand that, human nature being what it is, 
there are going to be times when colleagues 
disagree and that those subordinate to the 
leader of the group must on occasion abide by 
decisions that are not to their liking. The vast 
majority of my associates accept this rule and 
loyally observe it, but the dissenter always 
feels he is entitled to the luxury of accepting 
decisions when he agrees with them and 
declining to do so when he does not. 


Disruptive attitude 


This lack of appreciation of the principles of 
leadership leads the dissenter to adopt a certain 
attitude that is always disruptive in its effects. 
When he is of a mind to gripe about a decision 
he rarely, if ever, approaches the leadership in 
a frank and direct way and discusses the 
matter. I have always respected the colleague 
who has a serious disagreement with me and 
lays that disagreement on the table in an 
absolutely honest way, looking at me squarely 
in the eye and telling me where he thinks I’m 
wrong. He has the opportunity to do this in the 
general discussions that he may attend or by 
way ofa private one-to-one meeting with me to 
which I will consent should he ever request it. 
At such meetings he is welcome to criticise my 
position as severely as he wishes, and there 
have been times when a colleague has done just 
that and ended up by persuading me that I am 
wrong. I expect, however, that if he does not 
succeed in doing this he will abide by my 
decision and refrain from making it a matter of 
internal dispute and division. 

Indeed I have sometimes experienced 
situations when, aware of a colleague’s 
dissatisfaction with a decision of mine but 
appreciative of his general value as a co- 
worker, I have myself taken the initiative to 
propose a meeting at which our differences can 
be discussed. This particular category of 
dissenter, however, usually prefers to avoid 
such a meeting, making some excuse like: 
‘It’s too late for that’’ or “‘It would serve no 
purpose. 

It is almost always the case that this dissenter 
does not really want a meeting or a constructive 
discussion of any kind because that is not part 
of his agenda. He has decided that the time has 
come to rebel or defect — for whatever purpose 
or motive, and a discussion might only run the 
risk of sabotaging his intentions by dashing the 
excuse for the rebellion out of his hands. 


They are set on the course on which they have 
decided, and will not be deflected from it no 
matter what. Their reasons for this course are 
usually much more personal than rooted in any 
really honest and serious disagreement, and so 
discussion of the disagreement would be pointless 
anyway. 

In what way personal? Well, this can vary, 
but it is my experience that behind these acts of 
dissent there is almost always an underlying 
cause which is not admitted as any part of the 
disaffection. 

A recurring character trait of this dissenting 
type is that he is temperamentally ill-adjusted to 
the long, hard grind of our struggle against the 
entrenched powers of the old world of politics, 
with the inevitable slow-downs, disappointments 
and setbacks that that struggle entails. He is 
consequently ever on the lookout for ‘short- 
cuts’ to political success that he believes are 
lying just around the corner if we are clever 
enough to discover them. As part of this, he is 
incapable of coming to terms with the basic 
herd-like inertia of the masses in matters political 
and presumes that if those masses are not today 
flocking to us in grateful response to our message 
it must be because of some fundamental flaw in 
the message itself which, if appropriately 
remedied, will bring in mass support overnight. 


It is difficult to adjust to the 
long, hard grind of our struggle 
against the entrenched powers 
of the old world of politics, with 

the inevitable slow-downs, 
disappointments and setbacks 

that that struggle entails 


Of course, it can sometimes be true that our 
message is flawed in its presentation, and we are 
constantly reviewing this presentation to see if 
it can be improved. There is a great deal of 
discussion at the top of our party, for instance, 
about image-projection, and I am always willing 
to listen to ideas from others on this subject and 
to revise my own ideas where evidence shows 
that they are faulty or out of date. In the BNP 
over the past three or four years there has come 
abouta far greater sophistication in our publicity 
methods, and this process is by no means 
finished; it is developing further all the time as 
new ideas are formulated and additional 
resources and facilities are available. 

But our dissenter simply refuses to be satisfied 
with this. There is always, in his mind, a magic 
wand able to generate rapid and spectacular 
growth which in our obstinacy we are not 
grasping. He puts himself forward as the genius 
who is going to guide us towards that wand — 
which of course conveniently cloaks his dissent 
with motives of selflessness and altruism rather 
than others that are less noble. 

It is here that a word about ‘liars’ is opportune. 
I have said that the category with whom we are 
dealing is not always a liar. Dishonesty, however, 
does often intrude into the patter used by these 
people to justify their actions. 
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One such form of dishonesty is to caricature 
the point of view of those with whom they 
disagree by exagerrating its core arguments to 
absurd extremes. One such dissenter, in order 
to discredit me, accused me of living in the days 
of the Third Reich merely because I did not 
accept all his prescriptions for instant success. 
The supposition his claims predicated was that 
I sought to march BNP members through the 
streets in jackboots waving swastikas. This was 
all implied in a round-robin sent to numerous 
party supporters after the man had declined - 
ever to approach me directly to propose a 
meeting at which our differences could be 
discussed in a friendly and constructive spirit. 

Then there are those people who descend into 
a state of emotional exhaustion resulting from 
a high and sustained commitment to a sector of 
party work. They want out — perhaps with 
added domestic pressures contributing to the 
crisis, but rather than admit to simple battle 
fatigue — whichis a perfectly human condition, 
though one to which I have never been allowed 
to succumb myself — they rationalise their 
withdrawal in terms of political and tactical 
disagreements which in the past have never 
seemed urgent enough to warrant a discussion, 
and over which [ have therefore been left totally 
in the dark as regards their seriousness. 

I have spoken earlier of ‘rebellion’ but in 
some cases this is too harsh a word. The 
dissenter may try to stir others up against the 
leadership, in which case that description is 
appropriate, or he may simply take his leave 
quietly. In either event, however, I have found: 
that masking the explanations offered are other 
explanations not given and, I am quite prepared 
to believe, not even always consciously 
understood by the disenter himself. The lesson 
of all this is that with such people discussion of 
differences usually is as useless as they claim it 
to be because in those differences do not lie the 
real reasons for their actions. 


Sincere 


Not all of the people I have described here are 
bad people. Some of them are quite sincere in 
their desire for our cause to prosper. But they 
seem to contain some fundamental character 
trait which makes them brittle and, in military 
terms, ‘poor soldiers’. The soldier who wilts 
under fire and in consequence damages the 
morale, and hence the fighting efficiency, of 
his unit is always a liability; the officer who 
does so, having been entrusted with 
responsibility for an important task, is all the 
more one. To the extent that these people lie in 
justification of their dissension and defection, 
this may well be more a matter of weakness than 
of deliberate malice. I do not profess to be sure. 
What I do know is that, like the more malicious 
liars referred to by Dr. Pierce, they cause 
damage. 

How one responds to the damage is an 
important question, and Dr. Pierce has done 
us a service with his recommendations on this 
point. Over-reaction is a common error into 
which I used occasionally to fall in times past. 
A dignified silence is usually better. 


Page 17 


SP S- Se She FS AS tS 


wv 


i 
2 
? 
. 
om 
eh 
¢ 
? 
? 


CAC SAAR REALACNALA 


The Editor 
'Spearhead' 
c/o PO Box 117, 
Welling, 

Kent DA16 3DW 


SIR: While trying to explain the situation in 
Ulster to an American friend recently, he 
made a well-meaning but ill-informed 
criticism of the tendency of Loyalist 
institutions to insist on ‘provocative’ marches 
through Republican areas. Having got him 
to admit that he would look askance at any 
minority which sought to stop patriotic 
Americans parading through any part of their 
own country, | went on to point out that the 
Portadown marchers in particular were 
following a traditional route, used annually by 
their forefathers for decades before a 
Republican estate was built near the road. 

| explained that, to the Loyalist majority, the 
feelings associated with the traditional 
Orange celebrations were more akin to our 
Christmas Day than to any political event. | 
asked him to imagine how our peoples 
would feel if families living on main roads 
near immigrant areas were forbidden to put 
Christmas decorations in their windows lest 
they offend passing Muslims. 

Only afterwards did it strike me that it was 
probably tempting fate to make such a 
comment. For ‘Political Correctness’ has 
gone so far that it is impossible to satirise the 
lunatic dictates of local councils and 
Community Relations Boards -- however 
barmy the satire, they'll come up with 
something even sillier in real life. How long 
before we are ordered to put Crescents on 
our Christmas trees? 

PHILIP ATKINSON 
Bradford, Yorks. 


SIR: The latest Greater Manchester police 
annual monitoring report records 776 racial 
attacks in the area last year. Unusually, very 
little mention was made of this statistic in the 
mass media. Why? Spearhead readers will 
no doubt guess correctly: The biggest single 
group of victims were people classified as 
white. 

A. BASILISK 

Salford, Lancs. 


SIR: Very occasionally the Establishment 
drops its guard and reveals its vulnerability. 
Just such an occasion took place recently in 
the Spectator magazine, when a 
correspondent to the letters column, under 
the headline ‘Spengler was right’, challenged 
its readership “to cite a single important 
prediction made by (Oswald Spengler) that 
has been contradicted, rather than fulfilled by 
events.” 

Needless to say, neither the readers nor 
the ‘intellectuals’ of the Spectator attempted 
any such refutation. How could they? 
Spengler (Yockey’s “philosopher of the age”) 
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talks in terms of fact, whereas the Spectator’s 
staff — and, | imagine, the majority of its 
readership — are still at the stage of 
sentimentality and wishful thinking. As such 
they are terrified of facts which force them to 
confront the realities of life. 

The surprising thing is not so much that no 
one took up the challenge, it’s the fact that 
the challenge was allowed to be printed in the 
first place. Spengler cast down the gauntlet, 
and there’s still not a man to pick it up. 
DAVID HOWDEN 
Batley, Yorks. 


SIR: A church | attend occasionally has 
incorporated political correctness into the 
liturgy, celebrating ‘Racial Justice Sunday.’ 
We were all asked “to think about, pray about 
and consider how we can work for greater 
Racial Justice” and told that “Racial Injustice 
still occurs with many members of Police 
Forces, Customs & Excise officials and many 
other areas of Government.activity and 
Commerce. Vast progress has been made, 
but vast progress is still waiting to be 
achieved. We must all try and recognise any 
prejudice that exists deep within ourselves 
and try to eradicate it. All are equal in the 
eyes of God. Do we really believe that?” 

During the service all the children are asked 
to come up and hold hands in a ring around 
the altar, to demonstrate their union. The 
parents of the Coloured children (more and 
more each year) comply enthusiastically. The 
parents of the white children have to be 
badgered two or three times. before enough 
come forward to complete the ring. 

For myself, my understanding of ‘Racial 
Justice’ is the right, indeed the duty, of a 
nation to protect its own identity. Mahatma 
Ghandi thought similarly! And back on 13th 
March 1972, the BBC reported that “India 
has repatriated the last of ten million 
Pakistanis. It has taken three months.” 
Ghandi and his countrymen could tell us and 
millions of Muslims to ‘Quit India.’ We will 
have ‘Racial Justice’ when our uninvited 
immigrant guests ‘Quit Britain.’ 

M. F. INGRAMS, 
Orpington, Kent 


SIR: | have just finished reading a report on 
race riots in Israel, printed in the American 
Spartacist paper Workers Vanguard, which | 
bought in a left-wing bookshop. It gave the 
background to the violence which flared early 
this year when 10,000 Ethiopian Jews 
demonstrated in Jerusalem over the 
discovery that their blood donations had been 
routinely thrown away. They rejected the 
excuse that this was because of the high 
incidence of AIDS in Africa, noting that all 
blood is routinely tested for HIV and that, in 
any case, the dumping policy goes back at 
least nine years — well before AIDS was 
deemed to be a major health problem. As 
former head of the Ministry of Health, Yoram 
Lass, pointed out, the anti-Black attitude is 
“racist and unfounded scientifically.” He also 
noted caustically that the authorities would 
not dream of banning blood donations by 
American Jews, despite the higher incidence 
of AIDS in the USA. 

Some of the Ethiopian demonstrators 
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carried banners denouncing ‘Apartheid in 
Israel.’ One black army reservist complained 
bitterly: “We live in separate neighbourhoods, 
we go to separate schools.” In many cases, 
they have even been banned from public 
swimming pools, and Ethiopian families 
moving into ‘white’ neighbourhoods have 
been confronted by racist mobs. The 
Workers Vanguard was particularly upset 
that “among the most conspicuous in their 
bigotry are the racist American Jews who 
moved to Israel in order to live in a ‘white 
Jewish only’ society.” 

The demonstration ended in a massive /iot 
during which the Israeli police beat women 
and children with clubs and blasted the 
marchers with water cannon, rubber bullets, 
tear gas and percussion grenades. 

Isn't it ironic to see that the Jews — who 
have done so much to force racial integration 
on the gentile populations of America and 
Britain — are unable to accept a mere 60,000 
Ethiopians in Israel? Remember that the next 
time Jack Straw demands new measures 
against ‘racism’ in Britain! 

HARRY MULLIN 
Glasgow 


SIR: Further to Nick Griffin's article on the 
prospects of a Stock Market crash (‘The 
Emperor's new clothes,’ October 
Spearhead), the Guardian’s market report of 
26th September made mention of the 
teachings of Yale professor James Tobin. 
This American financial analyst formulated 
the stock valuation yardstick called ‘Tobin's 
Q', which involves working out the ratio 
between stock market value and asset cost. 
According to the Guardian, ‘this ratio 
suggests stock prices are now higher than 
prior to the 1929 crash,” and explains why 
entrepreneurs who have built up business 
chains such as Tom Cobleigh are selling out 
to larger companies as quickly as possible. 
Apparently many such chains are trading on 
a Tobin ratio of six times asset value. It may 
not be a South Sea Bubble, but it certainly 
isn’t sound finance, and it certainly can't last. 
N. MONTGOMERY 
Ipswich, Suffolk 


SIR: | hope that BNP publicity material in the 
coming general election concentrates on 
conveying a few simple facts. For example: 
1) The UK is the third most densely 
populated country on earth. With 611 people 
per square mile, we are more densely 
populated than India. 

2) The real number of immigrants in Britain 
3) The fact that all the issues of the day have 
two elements: a question of supply and 
demand. The airwaves carry endless 
discussions on classroom size, hospital beds, 
traffic volume, housing and the social security 
budget, but no Establishment commentator 
dares even mention that we have too many 
people chasing these resources. Labour will 
promise to increase the supply of resources — 
without saying how this is economically 
possible. We should draw attention to the 
way in which phased repatriation would 
decrease demand. 

PAUL RHODES, 

London 
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for Pearl Harbour. n.d., 45pp. 


WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT 
(Frederick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel 
prize-winner in chemistry, points theway toa satisfactory 
and beneficial financial system. A long-established 
classic. 1926 (Rep. 1983), 320pp. 


“WITNESS TO HISTORY (Michael Walsh) £ 3.50. 
Large 64-page magazine format. Stunning compilation 
of thousands of quotes, mainly from Allied sources, 
which gives a very different view of WW2. 1996. 


ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. Lilienthal) 
£13.00. The second edition of a sensational exposure 
by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power politics. A real 
eye-opener from an author who can't be labelled ‘anti- 
semitic’! 1982, 904pp. 

ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £10.40. 
New and much improved edition of a book first 
published in 1986. A study of the Jewish presence in 
20th century history, covering such events as the 
Bolshevik Revolution, the creation of Israel, the fall of 
Rhodesia and the relationship between communism 
and capitalism. 1992, iii, 205pp. 

ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK, THE £2.00. A 12 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
Institute for Historical Review.. 


PUBLICITY 


MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the items listed 
below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


BNP PUBLICATIONS 


A New Way Forward 
A summary of the main political objectives of the British 
National Party. 79p post-free. 


Fight Back! 

British National Party manifesto for the 1992 election. 
Policies are exactly as outlined in A New Way Forward 
(above) but with different title, cover design and 
introduction. 79p post-free. 


Where We Stand 

A new, abridged and bang up-to-date statement of BNP 
policies. Standard information brochure sent to enquirers. 
29p post-free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 

Brand-new booklet outlining the British National Party 
case against the EC and in particular against the Maastricht 
Treaty. Produced by BNP Devon Branch in collaboration 
with party headquarters: 59p post-free. 


The Enemy Within 


Exposes the role of the BBC as a weapon of mass 
brainwashing. The booklet comprises the text of an 
official complaint by the party to the Broadcasting 
Complaints Commission. 44p post-free. 

BNP Activists’ Handbook 

This is the publication that so many have been waiting for. 
The handbook is a comprehensive instruction course in all 
the essential techniques needed in promoting and building 
the British National Party at local branch level, starting 
from scratch when the activist is entirely alone. This booklet 
is a mine of information that all activists, old and new, will 
find valuable in the quest to make their activities more 
efficient and effective. It is a ‘must’ for everyone who wants 
to be more than just an armchair nationalist. The Handbook 
is illustrated and runs to 71 pages. £1.86 post-free. 


BNP Propaganda handbook 

Spreading the Word is a new handbook on propaganda 
designed to supplement the Activists’ Handbook. 
Illustrated, Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and 
contains five sections:- (1) General Principles of 
Propaganda; (2) Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for Elections; 
(4) Speaking to.the Media; and (5) Speaking from the 
platform and presentation of Party meetings. Special 
attention is also given to dealing with enemy smears -- 
valuable for this alone. £1.86 post-free. 


BADGES & MERCHANDISE 


BNP Badges 
British National Party badges with logo in red, white and 
blue. £1.50 post-free. 


Union Jack lapel badges 
£1.50 each post-free. £1.30 each post-free for 10 or 
more. Wear and sell anywhere. 


Rebuild Britain now! 


Incompetent 


| BNP — fighting for the British way of life | 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 


NEW TWO-SIDED LEAFLET 


Front and back (above). See first item 
under 'BNP leaflets' (centre column) 


BNP Key Rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, white 
and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 
BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 
sowing onto sports bags, jackets, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP LEAFLETS 


Striking new two-sided leaflet. Red, white and blue 
colour scheme lends visual impact to an excellent new 
leaflet. All the best slogans are used including ‘Rebuild 
Britain Now’! which features sections on ‘Health and 
Welfare’, ‘A Decent Education’, ‘Say No to Europe’! and 
‘Rebuild Our Industry’. Other slogans used include ‘Time 
For A New Party’; ‘Join Us’! and ‘Make Britain Safe’! 
which focuses on crime-ridden Britain and identifies our 
solutions, including the rebuilding of a sense of national 
community -- possible only in an all-white Britain! This is 
the fourth ‘Spearhead’ leaflet that the party is pushing this 
year in the run up to the General Election and is sure to 
generate interest. £9.50 per 1,000, with postage charges 
of £4.70 for 1,000 and £5.25 for 2,000. 


Join us! Highly successful recruiting leaflet designed for 
general recruitment campaigns. Gives brief account of best 
known BNP policies. A summons to battle! 


Defend Britain's Fishermen! Attacks the betrayal of the 
fishing industry. Especially suitable for giving outin fishing 
areas. 

Hang Child Murderers! New leaflet -- replacing old one 
on same issue. Calls for the death penalty for the killing of 
little children -- especially topical following cases such as 
the murder of little Daniel Handley by homosexual perverts. 
Why Britain detests the Tories Aimed especially at 
disillusioned Tory voters, listing the failures of the Major 
government. 


These leaflets cost £5.50 per 1,000, with postage charges 
of £4.70 for 1,000 and £5.25 for 2,000. 


Regular leafletting is the key to increased recruitment. 
These are first class propaganda weapons, use them to 
build the British Resistance! 


BNP RECORDINGS 


Rally °95. Video-recording of the latest BNP Annual 
Rally, staged in London on November 1 1th 1995. Hear and 
see speeches by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, Thomas 
Andersson, Michael Newland, Dr. William Pierce and 
John Tyndall. 

Video for Rally ’95 costs £15.00 plus 98p p&p. 


Rally ’94. Video-recording of the BNP Annual Rally, 
staged near London on November Sth 1994. Hear and see 
speeches by David Bruce, Richard Edmonds, Gunther 
Deckhert, Claude Cornilleau, Michael Newland and John 
Tyndall. 


Rally ’93. Video-recording of the BNP Annual Rally, 
staged just outside London on November 6th 1993. Hear 
and see speeches by John Morse, David Bruce, Kirk Lyons, 
Claude Cornilleau and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’92. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in London 
on October 24th 1992. Hear and see speeches by Syd 
Carthew, John Peacock, Ken Henderson, Claude Comilleau, 
David Bruce, Sam Dickson, Richard Edmonds and John 
Tyndall. 


Rally ’91. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in_London 
on October 12th 1991. Hear and see speeches by Steve 
Tyler, Scott McLean, Ken Henderson, Eddy Butler, Tony 
Wells, Dr. Donald Clarke, Richard Edmonds and John 
Tyndall. 


Rally ’90. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in London 
on October 13th 1990. Hear and see speeches by David 
Bruce, Steve Cartwright, John Peacock, Karl Philipp, Tony 
Lecomber, Steve Smith, RichardEdmonds and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’89. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in London 
on October 14th 1989. Hear and see speeches by Mark 


RALLY ‘95 


Video-recording of the 
British National Party Annual Rally, 
November 11th 1995 


Hear:- 

JOHN MORSE (Chairman) 
RICHARD EDMONDS 
THOMAS ANDERSSON 
MICHAEL NEWLAND 
Dr. WILLIAM L. PIERCE 
JOHN TYNDALL 


BNP Recordings, c/o PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


This is the latest British National Party 
rally video. This is the November 1995 rally 
the authorities tried their best to stop. Hear 
and see John Morse, Richard Edmonds, 
Michael Newland and John Tyndall, with 
special guests from overseas Thomas 
Andersson (Sweden) and Dr. William L. 
Pierce of the U.S. National Alliance. 
Price is £15.00 plus 98p p&p. 


Wilson, John Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony Morgan, David 
Bruce, Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’87. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in London 
on October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches by Ronald 
Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter Peel, Richard 
Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Gamett, David Bruce and John 
Tyndall. 


Videos for Rally ’87 to Rally ’94 cost just £12.00 plus 
98p p&p. Allare ideal to show to family or friends, or 
for use at local BNP meetings if a main speaker is not 
available. 


Audio tape 

Rally °95. Tape-recording of the latest BNP Annual 
Rally, staged in London on November 11th 1995. Hear 
speeches by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, Thomas 
Andersson, Michael Newland, Dr. William Pierce and 
John Tyndall. £6.00 plus 36p p&p. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 

Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other White Race 
patriots. Truth At Last is not a BNP publication but the 
topics are most enlightening covered as they are with 
total freedom of speech and frankness. Send £5 note for 
trial 6 month subscription. Obtainable from: Truth At 
Last, PO Box 1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


NATIONAL VANGUARD 


Serious and thoughtful magazine produced by Dr. William 
L. Pierce of the National Alliance but of interest to white 
people all over the world. Appears irregularly. Send 
US$5.50 for sample. 6 issue subscription: air mail US$30; 
surface mail US$18. Ensure to remit in US currency only. 
PO Box 330, Hillsboro, WV 24946, USA. 
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BNP Action 


Dewsbury restarts 
‘Sunday Club’ meeting 


4 


Dewsbury Branch of the British National Party 
opened its pre-election winter season on October 13th 
with the first of a new series of Sunday Club meetings. 
The Sunday Club — a Dewsbury BNP invention — 
serves the dual purpose of offering a pleasant social 
event along with a strong political message. It is 
invaluable as an introduction for newcomers to the 
party, and tries hard to attract as many new lady members as 
possible. 

_ The first event was a happy success, a ‘full house’ hearing 
firstly an account by Iain Wilson, Branch Organiser, of the 
branch’s election plans to contest the two adjacent seats of 
Dewsbury and Batley & Spenborough (currently occupied by 
Ann Taylor, Labour, and Elizabeth Peacock, Conservative, 
respectively). Then came a similar report from guest speaker 
Chris Jackson — North West Regional Organiser and himself 
a prospective candidate in the Yorkshire seat of Calder Vale 
— on party progress across the Pennines. After that, the 
principal speaker, National Organiser Richard Edmonds, in 
fine fettle, brought the meeting to a rousing close. 

An excellent buffet and some honest Yorkshire ale helped 
the occasion along to a happy conclusion, and the Treasurer 
was pleased to note that — as they say up Yorkshire way — 
a ‘‘nice bit 0’ brass’’ had come in to swell the branch coffers. 

Report by Iain Wilson 


Above: Tain Wilson reports on progress in preparing for the general 
election; below: Richard Edmonds speaks 


Best of Spearhead planned 


For many years, readers have been urging us that we 
should publish a collection of the best articles to appear 
in Spearhead since the magazine’s launch in 1964. We 
have always agreed upon the desirability of this but 
have postponed the project again and again because of 
lack of time to do the work. 

Due to the help of a collaborator, we now hope to be 
in a position to print ‘Best of Spearhead’ sometime next 
year. However, going through back issues to decide 
which articles to include will be a major task. It would 
be of great help to us if any readers who have kept their 
copies over the years would let us know of particular 
articles they favour for inclusion. Please send suggest- 
ions to the Editor at the usual address. 


| 
Don'tmiss your monthly copy of Spearhead —Britain’s premier nationalist magazine. Becoming 


BUILD THE BNP 
READ AND SELL 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 


lIHiow 


a subscriber guarantees that you'll keep your collection up to date with regular copies ‘hot off 
the press.’ And income from subscriptions helps to maintain Spearhead's long record of frank 
and fearless comment on the state of Britain and the world. So subscribe today! 


The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick box where applicable): - 

British Isles: £16.500) Overseas surface mail: £18.600) Unsealed air mail Europe: £19,660 
Unsealed air mail Middle East, Africa, N & S America: £26.300 Unsealed air mail Australasia, 
Far East £27.900 


| 
| 
| 
| PLEASE NOTE: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in pounds sterling. If 
| remittance is in any other currency, an additional banker’s charge of £4.50 is 
| required with cheques and money orders and £2.50 with banknotes. 

Discounts for bulk purchases as follows:- 10-19 copies: 80p each; 20-49 copies: 72p 
| each; 50-99 copies: 60p each; 100-199 copies: 50p each; 200-499 copies: 43p each; 
| 500 copies or over: 40p each (For advice on postal rates please contact our office). 

All cheques and postal or money orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent to 
| Spearhead c/o PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Please do not include a payment 
| for Spearhead in a remittance which includes payment for other items. 


The monthly official BNP newspaper. 
Eight big pages packed with news 
and facts the controlled mass media 
don’t want you to know. 

Read all about a horrific series of 
hushed-up race attacks by Asians and 
Blacks on innocent whites. 

Plus news of Newham BNP's continued 


popular campaign against a massive 
new mosque which has been given the 
go-ahead by one of the most anti-British 
Labour councils in Britain 


British Nationalist — 
the Voice of Britain! 


For sample copy, bulk rates and 
subscription details, send 3 first class 
stamps or 2 IRCs to British Nationalist, 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


BNP Action 


ELECTION CAMPAIGN — |. Sitxcinsone. 
LAUNCHED IN HALIFAX crete 


BNP d + * d flag with BNP roundel 
overlapping). Printed in red, 
= pie = = up support white and blue. £3.80 each or 
£3.30 each if ordering more 
than one. For bulk orders of 11 
or more, only £2.80 each. All 
prices include p&p. Please 
make cheques/POs payable to 
‘BNP. Southern Region’ and 
send to; The Secretary, P.O. 
Box 300, Emma Street, 
London E2 7BZ. 
Please note that all profits from 
sales go into central party 
funds, so by buying these top 
quality mugs you are helping 
to finance the BNP’s Battle 
for Britain. Sorush your order 
in today! 


Halifax (Yorks.) is the 
latest BNP branch to 
commit itself to fight a 
parliamentary seat at the 
coming general election. 
This was resolved at a 
meeting in the town on 
October 20th at which 
party leader John 
Tyndall was present to 
speak. 

The meeting was 
opened by Sid Carthew 
in the chair. He 
presented North West 
Organiser Chris Jackson, 
who gave an account of 


election preparations in sip sped a otadadicde 

oe a tie nee BNP office has asked us to remind 
1 a Ue % members that their subscriptions will 

moment 11,18 piganee. (2 Beat et a John Tyndall (above) calls for support for the | be due for renewal on the Ist January 


cana cai meal rw lection campaign in Halifax 1997. Why not send yours in now! 
colleage Andrew Weardon, candidate for want parg : y 


the Rossendale & Darwen constituency, 
reported on his own local campaign to 
date. Roger Wood spoke on the need for 
good presentation of the party image 
during the election, remarking that he had 
been attracted to the BNP in the first place 
by seeing an old party sticker on a wall 
saying ‘Outlaw homosexuality!’ 

As final speaker, John Tyndall told the 
audience of the inevitable breakdown of 
the western ‘liberal’ consensus that had 
ruled the world for most of the 20th 
century — signs of which were showing in 
the emergence of powerful nationalist 
movements in France, Italy and Austria. 
Our present society, he said, is totally 
dysfunctional, and he gave examples in the 
increasing ageing of the population due to 
abortion and birth control, the madness of 
international free trade, which was gutting 
British industry and the unworkability of 
multi-racialism, which was creating a 
society divided against itself, with no focal 
point of loyalty to link citizens together. 

The meeting, attended by about 50 
supporters, ended in great enthusiasm. 


MOSLEY CENTENNIAL 


The 16th of November 1996 will be the centenary 
of the birth of Sir Oswald Mosley. To 
commemorate this event Steven Books have 
produced 12 black and white postcards of Sir 
Oswald and his followers. These postcards are 
unique, and are exclusive to Steven Books. 

Price: Two pounds for a set of six, or all 12 for 
only three pounds. From: Steven Books, 10 
Lincoln Way, Enfield, Middx. EN1 1TE 


Remember the BNP in your will! 


We wish all our readers a long life, but none of us can stay on this earth for ever. 
Have you ever thought about how you can help the cause when you are gone? 

The British National Party has benefitted immensely from a few of its 
supporters remembering the party in their wills. In most cases the money has 
been invested so as to guarantee the party a regular income, rather than being 
spent all in one go. 

Why not become one of these benefactors yourself? Whatever you do, make 
sure you do not die intestate and so let your estate go to prop up the anti-British 
Establishment! 

It is natural that if you have a family you should wish to provide for them, but 
nevertheless you may well like to set aside something for the good cause as well. 
If, on the other hand, you have no next of kin, there is all the more reason for 
ensuring that the Cause gets something by which to remember you. 

If you require any advice on this matter, please ring or write in and we will be 
pleased to help. 


General Election Fund: target now £5,377.00 


Contributions last month to the British National Party’s General Election 
Fund totalled an excellent £626.00. This brings the total raised so far to 
£4,623.00. £5,377.00 is therefore still needed for the fund to reach its 
ultimate target of £10,000. 

- We remind readers that this fund is entirely separate from local funds, now 
in operation to pay for local candidates. The fund is intended to cover vital 
expenses that will be involved in conducting the election campaign 
nationally, including production of the election broadcasts, maintenance of 

special telephone lines, the printing of the election manifesto, sundry 

travelling costs, and much more. 

Donations should be marked ‘General Election Fund’ and sent to c/o PO 

Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Please give generously and please give 

now! 
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Have YOU got a future? 


In 25 years there will be 12 million pensioners in Britain, all aiming to 
have a decent pension fund — a total of around £1,200 Billion. 
Even if national output doubled, this would mean that pensioners’ 
assets would equal Britain's national output. This is impossible, so 
Britain's future pensioners face poverty, and the next generation of 
taxpayers face unpayable pension and health service bills. 
Facts are facts! \|t doesn't really matter whether you blame Thatcher 
or Major, Brussels or the unions. The fact remains that the entire 
system of free trade liberalism and a parliament in the pockets of 
international Banksters is doomed. And Britain is also doomed — 
unless we change the system. 


So if you want a future, help us to fight for it. 
Join the Party of Change! 


Join the British National Party 


For more information send 50p, 


Tem larcenalgeitin. tor, Name i ecahatr a aiitenadl td pain Wid machine cngsibhinn ibaa eal 
The Secretary 
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